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^Tf Jf fvnr 'iw ^ qrfr £ firrrf far ty arerq wriq <fi t? wr ^tt *pf 
Separate Paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 

srtq H—<imr (11) 

PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 


„ tT 7t * rfonsnff (tw *> wtarc) ariTT niff fuq «rq stfirfa* ®nin afuqwqTtJ 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 

(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


fafa tiff ^tut n*PT 

(fafa fq«Fl) 

(jqrfqq, tPt/flPl) 

qqqr 

^TT.trr. 3493 .—fiPBf .-19 56 %.fqq«T 6 

% tttjEfcoi ii S«BT tnftwfi 5TTt T? ^ ft 

ftTFTr \ fa 5 fr TW W T TRT, o.Wff-5 * ^ 

qf Tffi 6m % faqq i $ wsfa p* ^ 5Tf 

,g *Tg % fan faTT I fa TT Hv*r, 

(TDROPT) ii mm % f ^ n . ^ % * T 
i T fro fig- qf fa*ft fa nq.Tf <rr«i s* ^ 
% SWq % fa?? faq % ^ fafa-i ^ *r 

Ttq W, I 

[q . 5 ( 21 6) / 9 b-^TTfaq ] 

nq.fa. fid, traq sifaqfaf 

tfa spit fafa ^FTfiPFr 1 : 

3oo: u i/' a.- -l 


MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE 
(Department of legal Affairs) 

(fucliciul Section) 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 2nd December', 1906 

S.O, 3493.—Nonce is hereby given by (he Competent Au¬ 
thority in pursuance of Rule 6 of I he Notares Act, 19J6 that 
application has been made to the said Aulho.ity, under Rule 
4 ot the said Rules, by Shri Rum Kumar Vcima, \dvocate 
for appointment as a Nolaiy lo practise in Cbirawa, District 
Jhunjhunu (Rajasthan). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice, 

[No. F. 5(213)/96-Judl.l 
N C JAIN, Comnctcnt Authority & AdJI l.ecal Adviser 

(4959) 
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3. Any objection to the appointment of the laid person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 


^TT 

fttFUff, 2^*3^, 19 96 

qg.STT. 3494.— faS’T, 19 5 6 $ fatHT 6 

Jr fratr sTfaqgft b,kt gw tfr 'srrcft | fa .tff 
$gtf)q fa?, gsqfae Jf gqg sTfaqgJf gqr fwr 
v ftwr 4 q? wtfaT g* ^g w % ft?rg fen 
£ fa gJr f^rar (lira) Jf sgsgrq qfar % 
ftrg % *g Jf ftrqfar qq; fq^ft sfr qqrp; 

•pt tmif, *g gw ^ stiro % gfaj far % store 
ftrftad *g Jr tfa grg srrg i 

[a'. 5 ( 214 )/9e-mrf^nf.] 
gg.*(Y. 3g, HTfa«PT<V 
n.q m< Fqfa ggnrw 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 1996 

S.O. 3494.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 or the Notaries Act, 1956 that 
application has been made to the said Authority, under Rule 
4 of the said Rules, by Shri Kuldip ,V<Kh, Adfvo/ate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise in Amritsar District 
(Punjab). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said perron 
as a Notary may, be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(214)/96-JudI,] 
N. C. JAIN, Competent Authority & Addl. Legal Adviser 

gw 

facett, 2 1996 

qrr.wr. 3495 .— qYrJfa fwr, 1956 £ fwr 
6 T STAfTTOl Jf ¥«DT HTfa'PRV 3RT q{[ gw 
eft $ fgr eft qftq ji, ggftfc Jr gw grfa- 
qgft gt wr fwr % fwr 4 % getor g* *tt3vt 
* g w % fag ffarr | fagJf hhF<w (gsg 
qJlw) Jf «wmr qfaf % fag gfcftr % w g 
ftra fw qr faft 4V gqgr qg stofa $g gw % 
qqmng % ftfij far % ft?PC fafaa ijg Jr 
Jft grg ^ht w, i 

[«. 5(215)/96Wfqqi] 

gq.ft. tfg, g^g qrfgqrCr t>4 
sm ftrfa g6n$q>r< 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 1996 

S.O. 3495.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956 that 
application has been made to the said Authority, under Rule 
4 of the said Rules, by Shri Pradeep Dnbey, Advocate for 
appomtment as a Notary to practise in Gwalior (Madhya 
pTadesh). 


[No. F. 5(215) /96-Judl.J 
N. C. JAIN, Competent Authority & Addl. Legal Adviser 

gw 

2 fww, 1996 

gg.gr. 3496 .—ftdfa fwr, 1956 % fwr 
e % ggggn Jf gwg sifaqgft grrr g^ gw ft 
gift | fa ft ftgqi hiott, gwfqta. Jr gw 
STfaqgft ft gw fwr % f'ggg 4 % wator gqi 
gftiq ^g w % fag fw | ftp gJr 
girrcgf fggT (?fw>ir) Jf igggrg 

% fag gtoft % *g if fggfag qc faft ft 
qqgg qg sn£g' t,g gw % aqirgg % 
far % ftgg fafag gq Jr JrJ: gig 4 4T ^ i 

[g. 5(216) / 9 6—^gTfggi ] 

gg.rlY. qfg.ggiBg RTfagg<t 
gg. ggrfgfa g-rrfw: 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 1996 

S.O. 3496,-^-Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act; 1956 that 
application has been made to the said Authority, under Rule 
4 of the said Rules, by Shri Deepak Bhatnugar, Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in Shahabad Markanda 
District Kurukshetra (Haryana). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
ns a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[Np. F. 5(216) /96-JudJ.l 
N. C. JAIN, Competent Authority & Addl. Legal Adviser 

gw 

gf ftofy 4fag*gr, 1996 

qg.gT. 3497—gtrCfaftrirg, 1956 % fwr 6 
% gggrui Jf gsag sTfaqqff gm g$ gw 
grfft ^ fa qlggr-g g ggq 

qif»gg<f gif ggr fgqg % fwr 4 % gtftg ggi 
gr^g ag w % fag fw t fa g% g^spjqiT 
w (gtiT sgg) Jf ^wrrg gr^Jr % fgg 
% *g Jr ftr^ftig gr tff sun qg gr^tfl 
^g gw % aqggg % far % gfaT fgfsw 
qg Jf grg ^^ir gig 1 

[g. 5(2is)/96-Hnfg«ri] 

gg-gl. gag srfaqg<V 

gg ggr fafa ggrgqgr 
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N6Tl<2E 

New Delhi, thti 4th Detember, 1996 

S O. 3497.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956 that 
application has been made to the said Authority, under Rule 
4 of the said Rules, by Shri Neitkant Kaushik, Advocate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise in Muzalfar Nagar (U.P.). 

2. Any objection to the appointment Of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(218)/96-Judl.] 
N. C. JAIN, Competent Authority & Addl. Legal Adviser 

•T^ favSTO, 4 filttrd <, 199 6 

^T.?rr. 3498.'— fa IRT, 1956%fatTE 

6% Jr (nsw sTfatfrrfY srt ^ $vrt 

$ fai tafara f PR, Qircrttte ^ STf«- 

«Fixt fwr 4 % wgfa ^ w ^rer 

tp fvfa fWT I fa TT $h tfi« (^f-wmiT) £r 
szfWPT + id % ftl 0 tfldOr % fa^fal *R 

faifr *0 httr *pt «neaq vx % simjr?r % 
Vhj^far % tfftR fafaa 1*7 Jfa qro eto 
arm 1 

[fl. 5(219)/96 TOfafp] 

t>5. fa. frit nrfatpR't 
tiq w fafa *tmi$+r 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 4th December, 1996 

S.O. 3498.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956 that 
application has been made to the said Authority, under Rule 
4 of the said Rules, by Shri Jatinder Kumar, Advocate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise hi Kurukshetru (Haryana), 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(2l9)/96-Judl,[ 
N. C. J AIN, Competent Authority & Addl. Legal Adviser 

facT JWrnW 

( ww faerm) 

T# fiftfaj 14 *prfa, 1996 

( ) 

w. vr. 3499 t *rfaffaTP, 1 ee 1 

(1961 *PT 43*) 5K1 10 % t?¥ (23-*T) 

(v) jrt srro fafarfa w sfafa ^ 
fosfar i^srt “fa- ersfr trforft 

^FTIT fFS, afafitc” fft fiR WrtTtjf 19 * 96 - 

97 % 19 9Bf- 9 R TP % far fa*f[fafllfa ¥ltft % 


*TEffa JtT tjafij TWf % SnfpJRT^ 

"fRfft $, SPTO( 

(i) fiR fafarfafa f/far stir tt *fa»TP?T *hr«t 

TER 'FT fReFER 'FRT ^ ’^R'FT 
fasm yjtfWT er«rr RTfafraT tsr 3^>nfr 

% ffar Trfal, fsp# ffaj WFt ^IMriT 

rV t- 

(ii) fiR fafaftfa 37 R tTR WlT 

*rff % to mrt =jfV f^Rfr fa Rfaer 

% faTH HTTT 11 fa ■pl'BfRT (v) 

faftfoe ftfTtffr iTtp tot ^ 'wftRi 

m iTtpri irfpfir ?r fdN (r 

froftr ( wt-Rq'if^(FT, 'fTKt; tnfd % ^7 
Jr RtRf wr rt-w 4 t ftIwf n'wr 
& 5r?r) tt frtw spTrr w^t ^ 
'JFTT TO 3 TTTTOT ,; 

(iii) ir^ srfEnj'w fTrft wr % jt 
wnj; Ttff ?FfT, ITT fT V jRTTV E RRfr 
tuff cf*n trfHRTtT % t?-p p ? r ^ ftp 

Ter 'RTTJrn: 

mfcR % f4m; srirffttF $ t«tt 

TrimR % (nftr ^ ?mtr tt $r5rL 
dff RsfY RTtfr sf i 

[«rfa^^T ?r. 10174 /^.^. 1 97/85/9 6-^rr . 

t^, %. ’nWt, 5T6R Hf%tT 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

(Department of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 14th August, 1996 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 3499.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Jncdmj-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Sri Raja Rajeshwarl Devasthanam Trust, Bangalore” 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1996-97 to 1998-99 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:—■ 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, Or accumulate 
for application, whoMy and exclusively to the Objects 
for which it is established : 

(ii) the assessee wiH not invest of deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received ahd maintain¬ 
ed' in the form of jewellery, furniture' etc.)" for any 
period during the previous years relevant' to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one of more' of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and 1 gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the' assessee and separate books of 
accounts'- are maintained in- respect of such business. 

[Notification No.. 10174/P. No. 197/S5/96-ITA-lj 
H. K. CHOUDHARY, Under Secy. 
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fa ffafa, 2 5 ?Tq=lfa 1996 

( srmrr:) 

fa, STT. 3 50 O' :—5TTITTT faafapT, 196 1 

(1961 W 4,1 ) fa KTRT 1 0 % ( 2 3-T ) 

Igws (v) sect spt wfanfi fa fam 
qrfa gtr fafarr irttl TtfagfaT " sffaicT ffarfaY 
irrqs- * fa stri fairo mr. fa*- f fair 

faffajfY” fa far-ffalfa fa 1994-95 T 1995“ 
9 6 ctt ^ f~rq ffafafa?r faf % fafa T fal n , 
fafa % snfr^nTT'4 wfw^jNvr qfar k, qrqfa :— 

(i) qfafatffaY ?far ittjt fa fafarsr ?mr 
?faY ■ OTT fa fafatT qfa % ffa 
5faY afafa yfifaTT fa-TF SPEfaThT faT 
3?fai % fan; ^r3^rr, fafa fan 3 fay 

f^R^rr TY qf I; 

(ii) qTT-faatffaY y.qr-fasrffa TT-fafafaf 

mff f*fa faf qf ffafrfY jRrfg- 

% yXpgt an.7 n qYY faerm (v) 
fafaffa fatfr tt?p zmm faf ?rffa fa 
?rq^r fafa ffa»r fart n 3 far fafa 
( gfa-sfafarcr, faffar *rrfc % *<r if 
srrfa cr«rr m-vsn T *$ffa mvim k 
fvrsr) fa fafa fa fan sraar 3% fan 
fa fafa: afar; 

(iii) ^ srfwgw ffaY fa smr %" ’T^tr ir 
TTiT fa faff, fa ff faYfar farm- mm 

falT wf'R'TTVt f ^q- jfr far <TT % fa 

qfafaT tw fa>ffafffa % fam <1 
srrfmr »f fa smrffa fafa mar fa far 
faT % WET 9 5FPT9 % far-faffa fa 
TtfY fafY ft 1 

fnfa^nrrff. 10215 /qnfa. 197 / 132 / 96 -faTTTfa-r] 

nw. %. fYafY, st«r afar 


.T -f — T - -■ _ - • ■-■ --- -■ 

(iiil this notification wilL not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books ot 
accounts arc maintained in respect of such business. 

(Notification No, 10215/F. No. 197/132/%-ITA-l]i 
If. K. CHOUDHARY, Under Secy. 


fif fafa 5 fa^iSR, 199 6 
(rTR-qn ) 

TT. 5FT. 35 0 1 :—^1^' 1961 

(1961 T1 43) qYl EfRT 10 % ( 23 ) 3PI 

iTTrT tTfeTi TT snfPT ^rr %vjfrq- q-tnrrrr rr?R 

jTTf “ rpfq- Trrfrftrm^T, 

^ qrr-fTOFtii wq- 1 99 0-91 % fan; fa^faf^tf 

«icff qr 3“ffT % rriftTR'Et wftEjfaq 

(]') spr-ffTtfify-HY 3fRfr m T A'T> 'fif itfaqT3 

3frq?r mqr qr Efa-rrrqr =rrT I 5 

3*rqqr ^fa-fq srqriT %■ 3 ^ 

( 23 ) 37 TT qqrfafaftaq am 10 

t! ^qr^rnr ( 2 ) wr ( 3 ) % ij'-rafa % 

'I'd^TT qmr srfirqdqr 33 3fnqY % 
faT mfar, faq% far iKrrqrri q-j 

*rt % ; 

(ii) qr-froifaffr tmz faefafar qrtr-ffiaiTcrr 

qrff fairer ^TTcr? ml qilfafa rnY ?i^fa 

m qirrq frm 11 qfl 39ar*T (v) ii 
fqfar nq, 5ET«r=rr n v 3 fa-jm sir 
wmr afard ir faw ?R>rr ir 3 ^ fafy 
( ^mT-qfTrf^Tff, qrffaT ^rmr fa fa vm 
m%, fam^tfar gq ( 23 )% fafaqr^m 

T t-refa fai gTTT »4ftrfa^7f faqr ■ iTPt , 
fa ^rq- fa q-RT q’dT Ttg-Tg-R if 
srwq n fa 1 ?!) mr \mm tt*tt vmi 
fal 3f*lT qfa TTmt m%*rr ; 


NevV Delhi, the 25lh October, 199ft 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 3500.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (v) of claUsi (23Cl of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), "the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Indian Society of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter Day Saints, New Delhi” for the purpose of the said 
sub-dausc fob the assessment years 1994-95 to 1995-96 sub¬ 
ject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or. accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to Ihe objects 
for which it is established; 

(if) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary contributions received and maintain¬ 
ed in (ho form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years relevant (o the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or more of the. forms or modes specified 
'in sOb-sedion (i) of Section 11 ; 


(iii) TT-faa-ifa.fr ml amfar frfafa fa fafa 
f srqfa . m % fafa. mra tt f ffanmr 
mfar 3 fsrs fafa ifarfatjTTR wmi fa^r 

qrr 5 4 ttr % timrTr ffa qr^ar 1 fair 

(iv) *t? fafa ifaY sun % fara ir 

Trr^ far ?rfa, fa fa qrpYaR f srr-tr sttm 
T« ir fawwa fa mm fa pitt TTfrq'R 
tw qRrfaaifafa % 3 luff fa arffa ^ 
arf fam far ?> RTr ii% qfarqR f faa 

■ ii TFTrr f f^r-TfarTTh faY far ■ mnfa 

fa 1 

[fayfavfTfa 1023s/qrr.f. 1 bo/ 22 /as-Ycrt T, ffa IJ 

TT. %■. faErfa, qrqrfafar 
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fttijj 

New Delhi, the 5th December, 1996 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 3501.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
123) of Section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), 
tho Central Government hereby notifies the “Chandigarh 
l awn t ennis Association, Chandigarh” for .the purpose of the 
said clause tor assessment year 1990-91 subject to the fol¬ 
lowing conditions, namely 

(i) the ussexsee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, in consonance with the provisions 
of sub-section (2) and (3) of Section 11 an modi¬ 
fied by the said clause (23) for such accumulation 
wholly and exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established ; 

ii) the asscssee will not iuvest or deposit its funds 
(other titan voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture or 
any other article as may ,he notified by the lioara 
under the third provision to the aforesaid clause 
(23) for any period during the previous years rele¬ 
vant to the assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (51 of Section 1! ; 

(iii) the assessee will not distribute any part of its income 
in any manner to its members except as grants to 
any association or institution affiliated to if: and 

(iv) this notification will not apply in relation t-o any 
income, being profits and gams of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of (tie 
objectives of the asscssee and separate boohs of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[Notification No, 10238/F. No. 196 22/89-11 A-lI 
H. K. CIIAUDHARY, Under Secy. 

fit fefift, IdfftTRT 19 9 6 

¥T. fiTT. 35 02:—dTR % ftfFfT uM 

i fair fft'sft f^fTtr *rfy- 

fffififr, 1 97 4 ( 1974 fit 52) ft '=TT 7 .T 3 Vf ^Td'm 

(l) % srtjftr shtr nr. ft. 673 / 09/90 —ft. sr 

H 8-S-1996 ft XT^T fftfil *TT 

fft' ft Tfijijr ift- r. kw sfrwiR, 202. 

rht, ft. ft. fry, fak br ( ftm) sr# - 
400050 ft fftss fftir ^frtr sfrp ftftir 

, TT T 'JBT ( mxrpz ) ft ttrfftThlT ft W 3fpT cTlf^r 


ogi ^—amac -.ru 

ft ft fftftr ftrrafti % ftrcfa or 

afcfRr spur smft err% fftft ft tr % finft Rft 
ft ftfii m 1 

2. ftsft 4? but tiff IftwRi fift «pi 

bur | Pk gftid sftft TJ.n. ft wr | nr srqft 
ftr fftn rt I fftft rh mftr fidfatHTR ftt 

ft ftp ; 

3, WT. Rfi %fft J T W wfftTR ft MITT 

7 ft RSfPT (1) (tit) sRT SFR urfftft 

fir fifftsfr, ft fftft ftfr | ft ftftr Rfftr 
m $rrft ft ?rraftft tr<r ft wftruET ft 7 fed ft 
ftftr ftft firRfid/dTqftRV 5 RR ^tR, ftft 
ft tn-fft" ft 1 

['fir. ft. 073/09/90—ft. ft. — sj 
XfiTJT R r dfftr 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 13th December, 199.'i 

S.O.3502.—Whereas the Joint Secretary to the Govern¬ 
ment of India, specially empowered under sub-xecliou (1) oi 
Section 3 of the Conservation of Foreign Exchange and Pre¬ 
vention of Smuggling Activities Act, 1974 (52 of 1974) issued 
order F. No, 673/69/96-CUS. VIII dated 8th August, 1996 
under the said sub-scctJon directing that Shri Rnmesit N. Shah 
S o Late Nanji Shah, 202, Raehnu, V.P. Road Vile Parle 
(West), Mumbai-400056 he detained and kept in custody 
in the Central Prison, Poona with a view to preventing him 
in future from acting in any manner prejudicial to the aug¬ 
mentation of foreign exchange. 

2. Wheicas the Central Government has reasons to believe 
that the aforesaid person has absconded or is concealing him¬ 
self so that the order cannot he executed ; 

3. Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause < b) of sub-section (1) of Section 7 of tile said Act, the 
Central Government hereby directs the aforesaid person to 
appear before the Cvimmissioncr/Director General oi Police, 
Mumbai within 7 days of the publication of this Older in the 
Official Gazette. 

[F. No. 673/69/96-CUS V1I1J 
PARRASH CHANDRA. Under Secy. 

fftRR 19 96 


tit fftft, 1 G 


'4175 fifi 'tT'SPRT ; fw«p: 28, 19 9 6/fttfi 7, 19 18 


3503 .— ftyft otbr- fttifd-w, iyci (ibgi fid 43) ft tmr 245 srra sreyr 
ftftft fid ftft firft £ 1 T ft dftvff faffitf, BAR ftfttr RcfiffT fiTT ft.#, TRR faiTTfi ftftfift 23-10-96 
ft- RT -Rfft Affeft fiffi fiThfit? fafftfe RlfsTfitR % ft’iPfirft'L iRfif ft Rf ft fitvft \ 

['fir.ft. ft-12026/14/9e—Rfin. 1] 

HR, Tjfftfi 


(Doparimeni of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the ifith December, 1996 

S.O. 3503. • In exercise of the powers confericd by icctiuii 
2(5-0 of the Iueoipe-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby appoints Slni Bhuvanendra Nigam, an 
officer of Indian Revenue Scivice (Income Tax) presently 


working as Member, Central Board of Direct Taxes as part- 
time Member of the Authority for Advance Rulings with 
effect from the forenoon of the 23rd October, 1996 and 
until further orders. 

•IK No. a-12026/1 4 /96- Adi. 1 
PVARE I Ah, Under Set) 
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ww m# m tfri 

flf 17 fiRTRT, 1996 


3R. RT, 3504:—Tfl 
dtRjfW ftUTT OTi $ fa rmblT S'TTT 

u’quw wiwfe* ifairw qnxrftsuT, t£ fotff 
qrt «nwr srfisrfjnffr, isei am 3 6 (l) 

(8) % SRfaflfa ^3. faafyiT 1995-96 3tV 

1996-97 $ fad faMt $ if SffifatfaT faUT 

W t I 

2 . zr? w^tpm w *rcr 'TTfarr *m |[fa ^crffY 
¥itwt rrferfarrr, isgi #nm 36 (i) (s) % 
gTJTtff % SEpT fpff afhC TflqT qrtffi' i 

[fffe^RT *T. 911. 10243/9ir#. 2 04/19/94—WTCT^T 

ft. II] 

*rmdf wt. riftmi, Rftur 

central board of direct taxes 

New Delhi, the 17th December, 1996 

3.0. 3504.—.It is notified for general information that 
MVs, National Cooperative Development Corporation, Netv 
Delhi, have btfdn approved by the Central Government as 
Company for the purposes of section 36(l)(viii) of the 
Income-Tax Act, 1961, for the assessment years 1995-96 and 
1996-97. 

The approval is subject to the condition that the company 
will conform to and comply with- the provisions of section 
36(l)(viii) of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 10243/F. No. 204/19/94-rrA-H] 
MALATHI R. SRIDHARAN, Under Secy. 

^■fia 

feft, 17 f«RTRT, 1995 
®6f. BE 3 5-05 :—BPWTC ZffafttW, 1961 

tfttrm 36 gram (i) ^ ot (s) am 
iFffr wfam «ft mft qmr gif rw? 
jri <«m?r iffarfa i5i-n-i990 qft 

^rfepg^nrr iron 10223 *r f^fafer ^sttt flmf) 

|:—■ 

!1TW 196l<ft URT 36 (l) ($) 

%■ tRFfar q^qrfy qrr ute 'ett% 

fao 'fcriTFT tt far ?rtHT fir., 32 , 
n*r, -fa', «ffaffr“560ooi ffiir 

* 116 , I 

10244/'PT,#. 204/29/964PrPmf’T.II] 
irfafat *nr. sfamr, ?m fffarfl 


New Delhi, fhe Ihh December, 1996 

S O. 3505.—In the exercise of powers conferred in clause 
fviii) of Sub-sdcWon (1) of Section 36 of Income Tax Act, 
1961, the Central Government hereby makes the following 
corrections in the Notification No. 10223 dated 15th Novem¬ 
ber, 1996 in even number of file :— 

The name of the company approved u/s. 36(1) (viii) of 
I.T. Act, 196) ifiay be read as CAN PIN HOMES 
LTD., No. 32, II floor, Race Course Road, Banga¬ 
lore-560 001 iWead of M/s. CAN FINANCE 
HOMES LIMITED. 

[Notification No. 10244/F. No. 204/29/96-ITA.II] 
MALATHI R. SRIDHARAN, Under Secy. 

(anftf* Km ffloffhr) 

{ ifcn TAFT ) 

:ff fodf 6 farm 1996 

Tr. wr. 3 506 —tuLu whit far jifarfor 45; 

wfafaTE 1984 ( 1989 4T| 62) ffT KTTTr 12 »tff TTOTTi 

(i) * tfi*r Tfer urti 10 swri (i) % imr (nr) 

% mrrrOT if, wiffirr, it. 5ft, rifarfa, xrrnrr-r 

to jntmmr, xrrTrfttr afftrUhnr fwrer yff liWiA wrr’rt- 
m, 4T3^ft Tf 4Tr>hrK w^r vvl qff tnifv n 31 ^r- 
wff, 2000 64 T i?r xmfu %■ fi-rtr •TPhr'T-T xrruTT <rt ft fto 
^r. flpfftqr wnr Tt vrrofhr aftwflhE yrimifvr 1ft % 
maw 4? m jf frijgjT gnyff ^ 1 if Brofhr WNifflw 55 - 
finfW flip ip uira- Mw if »ft gnu 1 

[fr, tm. 7/ie/ee-flf. »ff. I] 

%. %. Riw, *m flf^r«T 

(Depurimeat of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 6 th December, 1996 

S.O. 3506.—In pursuance of clause (a) of 
sub-section ( 1 ) of section 10 read with sub-section’ ( 1 ) 
of section 12 of the Industrial Reconstruction Bank 
of India Act, 1984 (62 of 1984), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby appoints Dr. G. Goswami, presently 
Chief General Manager, Industrial Development 
Bank of India, Eastern Regional Office, Calcutta as 
Chairman, Industrial Reconstruction Bank of India 
who shall also function as the Managing Director 
of the Industrial Reconstruction Bank of India from 
the date of his taking charge and upto 31st January, 
2000, on absorption basis vice Shri B.K. Taparia. 

[F. No. 7/16/%-BO.Il 
K. K. MANGAL, Under Secy. 

10fw«n:, 1996 

•FT.SB. 3507—iifdVT fw4 4»F RFjfa 

TT, 1949 (l949 ST 

10 ) qil ttrrr sa % 'ifsfl am 53 am 
sum vtfqfRl «ft a#i vfr |ct ^ tTqrrr 
UTeam ift’Wl flTff! I ft 





[^0udT3&i)J 

* " ' i — ■ ' ' •^ T a 


fr^Prffiiw*^ f4^4; aft. 4 dttliit r, iau- 


4M5 


f^T.j ifti; % *mr% J? si *rM, mi 
nY t 4 % fan ira% 

wm-fifa $na 0,4 4 Y ftj»Y£ wvrT 

toY 'ft nwftra ttY % $«ts Jr $' 4 nrrft fafartpr 
wfaffpro, (^^Kt R-faftaf) fawr^Y, 1966 % 
farr 10 % <rm qfaw srfsfanr 4ft am 

31 % -3WJ ^ar Trm^ d$Y jjfii i 


far.s'. 1 (3 s) / 9 «—n. tfV. ] 


*Ft ft?*fY, 16 ft«WK, 1996 


*>T- 5TT. 3509 :—TT^TiTT tv (sura - 

3WT) 64Yr, 1980 %*r*? 3% (l) 

% ATT Tfe*T 4'TRH^T 4ft7ft ('nw 4ff 4F3?T fY 

) wftffwr, iseo afYerm 9 ^wrm 3 
% tju* (t) g’trrsTTTT «i fwff ttspiYf <ftY gir, 
(lffit, mrsm ^ ott, ftt-ft, 

<rmfk ftsrf $'*, t^rrro «fT *f> %. %. Wsr^Y 

% F4FT TT' 51FOT % 44 ftftftppr mfTRT TTlft ff I 


nn*i*L« 4 tei< vV JfirU*r+~- 

New Delhi, the 10th December, 1996 

S.O.3507.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 
1949 <10 of 1949) the Central Government on the recom¬ 
mendation of the Reserve Bank of India hereby declares that 
the provisions of Section 31 of the said act read with Rule 
10 of the Banking Regulation (Cooperative Societies) Rules, 
1966 shall not apply to The Guntur Women Co-operative 
Urban Bank Ltd., Guntur, in sa far they relate to the pub¬ 
lication of their balance sheet and profit and loss account 
for the year ended 31-3-1995 with the auditor? report in the 
news paper, 

[F. No. l(35)/96-ACl 
S. K. THAKUR, Under Secy, 


9/18/93-tfr. afr. I {ii)] 
%. ^. *fW, 5T4T rrfaRT 

New Delhi, the 16<h December, 1996 

S.O. j509. Iij exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(c) of sub-section 3 of Section 9 of the Banking Companies 
(Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 1980 read 
with sub-clause (1) of clause 3 of the Nationalised Banks 
(Management and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1980, 
the Central Government hereby nominates Shri R. Nanjappa, 
General Manager, Reserve JB»nk of India, Hyderabad as a 
Director of Andhra Bank vice Shri K. K. Chaudhuri. 

IF. No. 9/18/95-B.O.I(ii) ] 
K. K. MANGAL, Under Secy. 


•T^f ft6*0, 16 flsuK, 1996 

«PT. rn. 3508 :—TPSftfffT t'4? (sftlT 

tYt spfWr utfto, 1970 % 3 % tow 

( 1) $ BUT TfeT fcfiwfr 4FTYY ( 4F 

ft aifmtr) wftjfddB 1 , 19704ft trm 9 40 

^TOTTr 3 % *TtT (ff) 3TTT WT wfteWf 4T 5T#T 

477 $ (rum, FfT^ijm aft %. %. tY?t*Y, 

WT R5BT4W, VfTCtflT fTTT t'4T, q^FUT 4d «ft 

t . tfterrtY % f4ft ’ tc, ’jtt#? t' 4 ; am; ?ft¥4T 
m ftftm drOid 4 mft It 1 

[m, $. 9/18/95-^V. aft. I (i)] 

%. %. 4T4T fffTT 


dfft?4ft, sftlTRT, 1996 

4Tr.?n. 3510 TTTTfm sjfg^ 

(4T4T P$ 4j_vT) 'TfaftRTB' 1948 ( 1948 4TT 4141), 
tY aim 2 % m (»p) % ^imi if foftq- 
o^am 4 )roi vrsmr Tlymnnin ^irft Jr Rfrm 

>4t Tlfeid 4ft 3 fomcm BFim 4itT6ft 

5if84T(t 4tr4 ^ % ftm sufay-r 4miY ^ i 

[T o[iit, — 4 3 3 o/ 2/ 9 6] 
; ft. R^rftpnr, tm ftf^rr 
('O’.'fV.F.H',) 


New Delhi, the 16th December, 1996 


MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 


S.O. 3508,—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(c) of sub-section 3 of Section 9 of the Banking Companies 
(Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 1970 read 
with sub-clause (1) of clause 3 of the Nationalised Banks 
(Management apd Miscellaneous Provisions) Schema, 1970, 
the Central Government hereby nominates Shri K. K. Chau¬ 
dhuri, Chief General Manager, Reserve Bank of India, 
Calcutta as a Director of,United Bank of Indin vice Shri I, 
Goswami. 


New Delhi, the 5th December, 1996 


VJtW. -u IV.- 




-» *U T^. , - VI me action 

f the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and Fees) 
Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
authorises Shri S. S, Radian, Assistant in the Consulate Gene¬ 
ral of India, Jeddah to perform the duties of Asslt. Consular 
Officer with effect from 3-12-96. 


[F. No. 9/18/95-B.O.KD] 
K, K, MANGAL, Under Secy. 


[No. T/433D/2/96] 
V. MAHAI.INGAM, Under Secy, (Cons.) 






4966 'I HE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; DECEMBER 28, 1996/PAUSA 7, 1918 [Part H—St:e 3«ii>l 

Vtfswjr tffc; tig-fa^ ’V-' THJTfm 
4i£ 19 faTE^R, iooo 

FT ’ll 3511.— %#T4 TOR 44 43 4^143141 t Pp 4 43 Ji'fWi: ? fa 444444 

Sr TtftPiT Tf*TT <^rr?, f%<jrr 4* q&Mepft ^fr?; sn^ffor 94 % qfVsrpr % Ptf qi$q *ttct 94 

stti; f iw Prf+rre arrcr frarfsrnft ^npro i 

■srfa 93 sRfirr irarr I ft: ifcft ^<r fwr% i 99194 % Ptf . ^nr4 m 

Jf 4<T4>r 4ii ^rRj'Trrr, 3 t{%?t 9.79T wrqwT £ i 

49: ?tar ^'tfaw tttt ^tPtst qrcq 4T?4 (sjPt ir ^‘pt 'V srfasirc sit wr) (»fsrf*wr f 19 62 

( 1962 ‘47 5 0) »fV feTT=T 3 qft 7WRT ( l) 9R1 4434 UlfatSf rT 9919 STEF 3F t ^FT 4-4PR 944 

•34919 spT arfsppR srfa’F 4:74 qrr 4991 54199 f^tti ^’4 t-vn 11 

944 ft; '399 Tjfa 9 f^997J Jpff 54194 ITT 'flpT ^ 419 '1139 4199 f9&T4 % RTF 9339 94''4 
4TM4TRi 44 !T«ITfT^V 4TT #? TT fapTSv.', 54R991 9t C4 ’.ifa'pEll 97 4F l !r 7 T 4 21 fpf! , % ^44 
fpT 4441 ! 

-xfR F4! 41WT -43,4 4147 %z aqff-T faPrf^T. -,* »ft 444 4t4T pP 9 IT 47 "1441 f 

99 PT ’pT4Tf 54 F 4444 pft. 4T. Pfftr 5994T4~r ; -f7f OT44 


99*147 

4r?9 9R4 4fT4l44f : 949T99 4 7lf44T 9199 RR 




f44T 


4S4R 
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0.02 

227 

£ 

o 

o 

203 

0.04 

202 

0. 03 

204 

0. 04 

205 

0. 10 

206 

0.05 

207 

0.06 

208 

0.01 

214 

0. 10 

215 

0.24 

251 

0. 05 

252 

0. 06 

253 

0. 10 

256 

0. 04 

257 

0. 12 

2863 

0.01 

272 

0. 03 

274 

0. 24 

271 

0.01 

273 

0.01 

275 

0.02 

316 

0.05 

317 

0.12 

318 

0,03 

320 

0. 08 

321 

0.06 

394 

0.12 

395 

0. 10 

393 

0.10 

392 

0.04 

391 

0. 14 

445 

0,06 

443 

0. 02 

444 

0, 30 

448 

0,02 

450 

0.02 

451 

0, 18 

456 

0.05 

456 

0. 12 

453 

0. 01 

457 

0. 03 

470 

0. 01 

472 

0.06 

2747 

0. 01 

3092 UI/96—2 
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2063 

0 , 01 

2062 

0 . 10 

2068 

0. 03 

2802 

0. 04 

2064 

0. 01 

2066 

0 . 01 

2067 

0. 04 

2070 

0. 03 

2071 

0. 05 

2073 

0 . 02 

2074 

0. 05 

2076 

0 . 02 

2075 

0, 05 

2077 

0 . 06 

2078 

0 . 08 

1994 

0. 03 

1995 

0.02 

1991 

0.04 Tt® 

1993 

0.02 frsr 

1990 

o.oi im <fr 

1992 

0 . 02 

1989 

0.05 

1908 

0, 05 

1909 

0 , 02 

1914 

0 . 02 

2721 

0 . 22 

1915 

0.02 

1916 

0 . 02 

1928 

0 . 11 

1917 

0 . 16 

1918 

0 . 01 

1919 

0 . 10 

1927 

0. 03 

1920 

0 . 12 

1922 

0.10 

1923 

0 . 12 


[tf. qW-14016/l4/96-5fr.'fr.] 

Iff, 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAI. OAS 
New Delhi, the 19th December, 1996 

5>.0. 3511.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the-public interest that for the trans¬ 
port of Petroleum and Natural Gas from Konaban to Rokhia 
Power Plant in Trpuru State pipeline should be laid by the 
Gas Authority of India Ltd. 

And whereas, it appears that lor the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, - it is necessary to acquire die-fight of user -in the - 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto ; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User hr the Land) Act. 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein : 

Provided that any person interest in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date o'f this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Gas Authority of India Ltd., Aiyu-tala : 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
- -state--sweclftcaUy- whether he wishes;-- to be heard m yersuii 
or by legal practitioner. 
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SCHEDULE 

PIPELINE PROJECT ; KONABAN TO ROKHIA POWER PLANT 
District Tehsil Village Plot Number Area (In Acres) Remarks 


West Tripura 


Yduarchar Veluarchar 


2 

0,12 

3 

0.04 

6 

0.05 

10 

0.04 

9 

0.04 

11 

0.32 

2874 

0.10 

29 

0.16 

31 

0.10 

32 

0.08 

33 

0.08 

38 

0.34 

54 

0.08 

53 

0.22 

55 

0.03 

56 

0.04 

57 

0.01 

52 

0.01 

58 

0.02 

227 

0.04 

203 

0.04 

202 

0.03 

204 

0.04 

205 

0.10 

206 

0.05 

207 

0.06 

208 

0.01 

214 

0.10 

215 

0.24 

251 

0.05 

252 

0.06 

253 

0.10 

256 

0.04 

257 

0.12 

2863 

0.01 

272 

0.03 

274 

0.24 

271 

0.01 

273 

0.01 

275 

0.02 

316 

0.05 

317 

0.12 

318 

0.03 

320 

0.08 

321 

0,06 

394 

0.12 

395 

0.12 

393 

0.10 

392 

0.04 

391 

0.14 

445 

0.06 


Road 


Road 
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5 


West Tripura Veluarchar Veluarchar 443 0.02 

444 0.30 

448 0.02 

450 0.02 

451 0.18 

455 0.05 

456 0.12 

453 0.01 

457 0.03 

470 0.01 

472 0.06 

2747 0.01 

502 0.12 

508 0.25 

571 0.04 

569 0.02 

2738 0.05 

570 0.10 

568 0.02 

565 0.16 

564 0.16 

585 0*08 

584 0.15 

555 0.03 

586 0.18 

949 0.08 

948 0.08 

946 0.11 

943 0.12 

942 0.04 

941 0.22 

940 0.06 

2761 0.10 

2762 0.06 

937 0.10 

938 0.10 

867 0.06 

939 0.02 

1284 0.10 

1283 0.14 

1286 0.01 

1289 0.16 

2710 0.12 

2711 0.01 

1291 0.12 

1292 0.26 

1306 0.01 

1304 0.08 

1305 0.10 

1301 0.08 

1307 0.24 

1311 0.08 

1310 0.02 

1316 0.10 
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Road 

PWD Road 
PWD Road 
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West Tripura 


Veluarchar Veluarchar 


1330 

0.08 


1321 

0.28 


1366 

0.06 

Road 

1438 

0.30 


1324 

0.20 


1364 

0.04 

Road 

1462 

0.30 


1463 

0.02 

Road 

1464 

0.48 


1466 

0.01 


1467 

0.24 


1470 

0.14 


1472 

0.40 


1478 

0.24 


1479 

0.01 


1480 

0.14 


1482 

0.05 


1481 

0.02 


1483 

0.10 


1484 

0.12 


1524 

0.12 


1523 

0.08 


1513 

0.13 


2180 

0.04 

Road 

2196 

0.18 


2195 

0.10 


2201 

0.04 


2202 

0.05 


2203 

0.18 


2204 

0.02 


2205 

0.14 


2206 

0,05 


2190 

0.08 


2207 

0.03 


2189 

0.01 


2208' 

0.24- 


2131 

0.01 


2128 

0.01 


2211 

0.20 


2212 

0.26 


22)8 

0.26 


2217 

0,04 


2219 

0.28 


2220 

0.03 


2058 

0.05 


2057 

0.20 


2060 

0.04 


2059 

0.05 


2063 

0.01 


2062 

0.10 


2068 

0.03 


2802 

0.04 


2064 

0.01 


2066 

0.01 
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2067 

0.04 


2070 

0.03 


2071 

0.05 


2073 

0.02 


2074 

0.05 


2076 

0.02 


2075 

0.05 


2077 

0.06 


2078 

0.08 


1994 

0.03 


1995 

0.02 


1991 

0.04 

Road 

1993 

0.02 

PWD Road 

1990 

0.01 

PWD Road 

1992 

0.02 


1989 

0.05 


1908 

0.05 


1909 

0.02 


1914 

0.02 


2721 

0.02 


1915 

0.02 


1916 

0.02 


1928 

0.11 


1917 

0.16 


1918 

0.01 


1919 

0.10 


1927 

0.03 


1920 

0.12 


1922 

0.10 


1923 

0.12 



[No.L-14016/14/96-GP] 


ARDHENDU SEN, Director 

12 1996 



‘pT.’trr. 3frt gf** ftst 1962 

*4 tmr 

17 ** 4.- 

% aRnrer ^mpr (\f*r) % nfsnR: fir frfrr farsr 1963 

% P^4K«I srafa 

I'Eih 1 4 % arwFr % ir tot frsr*r srrfs'fTft % stnfcft 

Wfi 

faf***, ttwj) % 

Jr fTrJr ^ ew Jr ijftr ^ swPr *tt jrfiFPrc stsft fsprc wr | nw ofa Jr nw w w wrfHwi 
srapr ^ %t tfr iim ?t tpr^nr «rtw tw jrfa oft 3ft ^ Jr aft.4t.%. 'rrf'T w 

^ "m 4 ^ tiffm qvf ftifa *M<Hr 'rfJfw % fffTfT 8 % $1 




w ft. ’Tfa ^ s tt*t wfw ^rfir^prr sjttt 

srfy^r *ft fr*m *t4 

3(1) 

6 ( 1 ) 

^ ctofter 

TT5T4?T % *7*4. 

wr?r «fi 

*f* ft. 

***** *5V aftr fof*r 

***** 4 ft 

sfk fafa 

firfa 

f*f* 


1 2 3 4 5 

6 

7 8 

i. 22 23 (f) 

0 

85 30-6 90 

11-1-95 10-1-95 

13-1-95 

13-1-96 



[trr’rtT-tfr 3{ii)] urTtm Wi: flrcrwn: 28,leae/tfta 7,101 s 4975 


12 3 45678 


2. STTvPJTi 

n 

it 

24 (f) 

86 

t) 




10 - 1-95 

13-1-96 


3 . 

if 

ft 

25(f) 

87-88 

1 ) 




10-1-95 

13-1 96 


4 . tTfarr 

TfSHUT 

It 

26(f) 

89 

it 




10-1-95 

13-1-96 


5 . 


n 

27(f) 

90 

it 




10-1-95 

13-1-96 


6. 4‘HR'in 

4 


Tt 

28(f) 

91,92 

it 




10-1-95 

13- 1-96 



[WT ^-14016/16/94-^.^.] 
fpf, f^w 


New Delhi, the 12th December, 1996 

S.O. 3512.—In pursuance of proviso <0 rule 4 under 
exnlanation of 'he Petroleum and Minerals Pipe Line (Ac- 
qu'shion of Rlvht of User in Land) Rules 1963 framed under 
Section 17 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipe Line (Acaui- 
sition of Right of User in Land Act 1962) T. B. Sreenivasulu, 


the Competent Authoritv in consnPation with the Gas Autho¬ 
rity of India Limited. Raiahmundrv with whom the right of 
user in the land in that area has vested or ownership of 'he 
pipe line in that area vest os the case mav be, hereby declare 
the date of Termination of Operations of laving pine line 
from Mondapeta GCS to G.VK. Indns'Hes. Jevurnnndu us 
mentioned in column 8 of the schedule appended herewith. 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

Name of the Village 

Mandal 

Notification 
U/s. 3(1) 

Notification 
U/s. 6(1) 


D”te of 
Termina- 
— tion of 
Operations 




Date of 
Publication 
of Gazette 

S.O. No. 

& Date 

Date of 
Publication 
Of Gazette 

S.O. No. 

& Date 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

1. 

Pcdapalla 

Alamuru 

22 

23(E) 

2 

85 

30-6-1996 




11-1-95 

10-1-95 

13-1-96 

13-1-96 

— 

2. 

Alamuiu 

Alamuru 

li 

24(E) 

9* 

86 

99 





10-1-95 

~ 99 

13-1-96 


3. 

Modukuru 

Alamuru 

99 

25(E) 

99 

87 & 88 

99 





10-1-95 


13-1-96 


4. 

Yedithe 

Mandapeta 

99 

26(E) 

9 * 

89 

9 P 





10-1-95 


13-1-96 
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SCHEDULE 

5. Muramanda Kadiyam 27(E) „ 90 

10-1-95 13-1-96 

6. Jegutupadu Kadiyam 28(E) ,, 91&92 ,, 

10-1-95 13-1-96 


[No. L-14016/16/94 G.P] 
ARDHENDU SEN, Director 


mrpFr afk ffcf jrtrpt 
hf fowft, 22 5TF£TO, 1996 

ft.stt. 3513 .— fif Ft FFFft) ifrfefptnr i 971 (1071 ft 40) Ft am 

3 sttt nmr Fftrort 4T sptfiF Fr?t *rcFR firm tnfvTFT % fret ( i ) Jr ftKm wfkFrft Ft 

STFTT % TmfaTT SrftTFTft % FWffT TOT 411 STfSTFpfr % TOT TFT Wf'cTrWB' F TTFtFTT'f ErR^TTT 

tofft wfaFCr % ft t Ncfft qr tftt 3[fern ft ttft fto sfrcTFT Ffcr FrfeFr % 

Firm (2) Ft F^qt r fFfero tof Tfrorf % h srn sforrfaFir Ft tftJTrat % tftar, 

fft trfafdim % f?tt tt ; tft stct tofu srftpjrrft % faE ftsrfft?r m?t FTfarot ft bmnFT f<f i 

TTfSFF 



TTffcTFTTt FT FTFPT 


vftF TpOfTt Ft UFT CTFftfFR Ft TOl^T 


1 


2 


rE7T FiTFltt SrfaFEft, 
trifly TtfaFro to FferRFtf fa\, 
KfUT Ffar, TOF) STUtFET, fhlFT WTf, 


TP^tF ^fiWTO FTOT FfcrniFtt frT. U TOiftRT 

«toft fet Ftfer turs 3ffr Tff^rsr toft ii fro?r 
FP?r *jfFJ ?kt ig tt f^p; ftt 

3TTFT Wft afTC tt fUF PIT TfRfCf aflrc TflTP^ 
% W<I? favT if fW, twiEft, ’FFTT fF%T ?PTT 
fttfj* utFf 3r frqg- tor sfpr 1 


[ft.*!. 8 2/7/92/^.si,i^'..] 

PH.%. FIT, f#W (T. ) 

MINISTRY OF CHEMICALS & FERTILIZERS 

New Delhi, the 22nd October, 1996 

S. O. 3513.—In exercise of the powers con fen ec by Section 3 of the Public Pi emiscs (Eviction of Unauthorised 
Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Centirl Government hereby appoints the Officer mentioned in column (1) 
of the Schedule bdew, beirg an officer equivalent to the rank of gazetted officer of the Government, 
to be Estate Officer for the purposes of the saicj.Act who shell cxeicise the powcis corfe red and perfonn his duties 
imposed on the Estate Officers by or under the said Act, within the limits of his juii. diction in lcspecl of the public 
premises specified in the coi responding entiy in column (2) of the said Schedule, 
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[W Il-sr* 3(ii)] 


vtr^rm'T'rer ^* 4 x 28 , 1990 ^ 7,1918 


SCHEDULE 

Designation of the Officer Categories of Public Premises & local limits of 

jurisdiction 

— (in____ jzzi (2) 7 ~~™ ^ 

Chief Ext cutivc Officci Rc'-hiiiya Chi micrls and FejL’izcis Piemiscs bLlcrgiigto c; 1£km on Rase by or on 
Limited Thai Unit, Thai, Alibap, Disti. Ra.igad M iharasht.a bihalfof P soli! iya Chemicals and Fertilizers 

Limited for Us Thai Unit located at Thai Bo.is, 
Vai-het & Gunjis villages and townships located at 
Ku r ul, Vcshvi, Chendhare, Kihim and Bamansuro 
villages in Raigad District of Mahaiashtra. 


(TT>s?T TJST) 
n£nr ;: f, 29 wttnrr, 1990 

«er m. 35 iu—’faff (Win: =rr ffrfcw) 

trtmffcpT, 1 948 ( 1 9 IS TT 9 ) iTUITT' STT "I'lWXT (l) 

am- (2) ffixr nrftnffi 'n whr <trrff gi? tnmx 
jfrft ( wnffi ix trffrfh) hWirt, 1962 h mrfitrr 

Etn^r % fUE fh*n%ftr«r sff< font wh % whr — 

ffrafff w 4(4 blhi' «thrr (mrrswnx trhrftf) d^fTsT-T 
ftimr, 1996 ghn 1 

ifrft srfav ( wipnx irfafh ) ffmr, 19 63 ( faff wX 

srnf ffwr qrgi »rarr $ ) % Pw*r 3 ff — 

(rfr) i?? (1) % wnr nx Rtr#rfetT nnr JrfirwrPrtr 
farm 'sTEpE , 

"( 1 ) %rjr uxsnx «pt nfffifffEW 'pxffsiff ?tr wt fff*x- 
fafan — 

(i) trf^r, *prr writ ~vw 

(in) tfffRr trffor ( tox ), '•rr-tpra' TftJnjn ffarro t 

(iii) warar, ’ee'fxit *Mf ‘ffw 4ts,fmiTi 

(iv) spam, mtitr *ftdr wti, tnrrtr 1 

^v) snstref, ffpnT^trtnaa Uff rtfirr hU, HiTWTTrHa 1 
(vi) irrsw.^rbr tffff *rfw ’pTiffr 1 
(vii) ww, wrm tfrtt ■sffw *ft£, *pIccii 1 
(viii) wwrr. nnrttrnr -Em, trnrf 1 

(ix) srww, EflUfft nxm ^mt, 1 

(x) n^rfft^w, g’tt. tr. rpr. <RT. «n$. (ttromn wig^ix 
ffm wrfmp ttwn),f^ 1 ” 

[' 6 T. ff. vw. 13010/1/95—Jj. o^tr.-(^r)] 

c;tr. trt?TT, ott nfar 

MINISTRY OF SURFACE TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 29th October, 1996 

S.O. 3514.—In exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by sub-sections (1) and (2) of section 8 of the 


■'[F. No. 82/7/92-FDC] 
S. K. DASH, Director (A) 


Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 
1948 (9 ol 1948), the Central Government makes the 
following rules further to amend the Dock Workers 
(Advisory Committee) Rules, 1962, namely : 

These rules may be called the Dock Workers 

(Advisory Committee) Amendment Rules, 1996. 

In rule 3 of the Dock Workers (Advisory Com¬ 
mittee) Rules, 1962 (hereinafter referred to as the 
Rules:— 

(a) for clause (1), following clause shall be 
substitued : 

“(0 Tea numbers representing the Central Govern¬ 
ment who shall be— 

(i) The Secretary Ministry of Surface Trans¬ 
port ....Chairman. 

(ii) The Joint Secretary (Ports), Ministry of Sur¬ 
face Transport. 

(iii) The Chairman, Calcutta Dock Labour 
Board, Calcutta. 

(v) The Chairman, Madras Dock Labour Board, 
Madras. 

(v) The Chairman, Visakbapatnim Dock Labour 
Board, Visakhapatnam. 

(vi) The Chairman, Mormugao Dock Labour 
Board, Mormugao. 

(vii) The Chairman, Kandla Dock Labour Board, 
Kandla; 

(viii) The Chairman, Mumbai Port Trust, Mumbai. 

(ix) The Chairman, Cochin Port Trust, Cochin. 

(x) The Director General, FASLI (Factory 
Advice Service and Labour Institute), Mum¬ 
bai.” 


[F.No,LB.-130I9/l/95-US-(L)J 
S.K. DARGAN, Under Secy. 
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fw iftirt win tuhtyto 
(■umfta fafowT oq 5faM«iY faro) 

•T^ fceofr, 5 fimrar. 1996 

351 5.—gYriftqaY %-iYu nfYts^wftjfjnm, 

1973 ( 1973 TT 59) ¥Y am 3 ^iam ( l) % 

as (ta) % ^wfaf ^ mum f, sr. wfm to. virfan 
$Y TOlf farafatgrro % $YrqW«lY ^ a't i 

% Btrrql am 9 sf. 199 5 qiY %rrfY*t |frnf 1 ^«0 

qfrq^ *frr aw fh q ffaff fen w $ 1 

w?r* m : jYraTir *rrrm aw sfgfYnrtr aft am 
3 qiY 3 i 0 Rt (i) gm sar^i vr fanf f «pt suffiT am) 
go witct TTTJFm % mmr wlr nfirro awrni nairo 
(Tnrr?<rar fjr«iTR) aft g. arr wt. 482 (ar) 

m<ha 8 snrrcT, 1974 ir frorfafisrr s'siYsr WY 
:— 

^«fcT wfagmT qfY qrmY Jr "am 3 «j!Y ^ram 
( 1 ) % n* (ta) 3r wmfifr mfwpar'' iM?? Sr srt^a 
qw 5 , 14 wV r^tY wafYaer sfcrfeqt Sr mir m 
frafafa?r ^ir w sfa sifYrftsqt yrrfY r^ft, 

a.qV— 

■x 


1 

2 

14 "$t. wf^rsr ott. ntfort 

nriff faTmfqiiTTO, 

803, y£yTT 2T*TT. 


YfPsurrar qrjf mYw, 


sia^Y (qfwnY) 


flwf-400053 


V5 



[a.^Y. 27021/46/ ( 4 ) /94 /fcWt-f. q . ] 

"pto ara, tot afasr 


TO fo*GT: 

qsq srftrfW- *rmr % Tram, farrv 6 tot;t, 
1974 aft 3 rfYr^mT *f. qnr.srr. 482 (sr) % ^ 
STtfro «fY *fk ,^fa^aiwY yt.*pt.ot. 

484(51) faro 6 TOTff, 1974, qrT.OT. 740( 3 Hr) 
faro 29 TOT7T, 1990, *To*rr, 818(5r) fcTO 
22 TOftf, 1990, TT.-PT. 75(?r) ftTO 6 TT5nfY, 
1991, arr.STT. 547 fortT 27 1992 

TT.srr. 126 ftffpp 27 srihr srk tt.ot. 2700 
fcrnp 27 for^arr, 1992 % am wrto #er 
ftnr aq; 1 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH & FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of ISM & Homoeopathy) 

New Delhi, the 5ih December, 1996 

S. O.— 35)5.- Wheieas in pursuance of the pi ovisions of clause (b) of sub-section ( 1 ) of section 3 of the Homo- 
ecpf 1 I .3 G 1 Mrl Ceui oil Act. 1973 (59 of 1973), Dr. Anil R. Bhatia has been elected as a membei to the Central 
Ctui cil ct Hcmoecpcihy by the mcmbeis of the Faculty of Homoeopathy of the University of Bombay, 

New, therefore, in exercise of the poweis confeired by the sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the 
Ctr.tir 1 Government heieby makes the following further amendment in notification of the Government of Lidia 
in the then Mil Liry oi Health, and Family Planning (Department of Health), number S.O. 482 (E), dated 6 fh August 
1974, rtmtly :— 

In the Table to the said notification, under the heading “elected under clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3”, 
for seiial number 14 and the entries relating thereto, the following serial number and entries shall be substituted, 
iiEmcly :— 


1 



14. “Di. Anil R. Bhatia 803, Stellar Tower Lokhandwala University of Bombay” 

Complex, Anchor i (West) Bombay 400053 

[No. V. 27021/46/(4)/94/Homoeo-EU.] 
KANWAL DAS, Under Secy. 

Feet Note : The original Notification was published in Gazette of India vide Notification No. 482 (E) dated 
4 h Aegnst . 994 mo sntsiq uei.ily amerced by Not ficat cn numbers S.O. 484 (E) cated 6 tb August, 
197a, S.O. 740 (E), ciated 29lh Aug^t, 1990, S.O. 818 (£) ..a .d 2-nJ Ajjur, 199), i. J. 73 Jj) dat;d 
6 ihE.biUuy, I99r, S.O. 547 oaud 27th January, 1992, S.O. 1263 dated 27th Apiil, 1992 and S.O. 
2700 oatto 27th September 1992. 
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5T$ fcftft, 5 fftfHT, 1996 

W.ITT. 3516,—ftoftift ftftrr ftftjurfElfftTTr, 
1973 (1973 =PT 59) ^fV am 3 ft OTSTTT ( l) 
% ft? ( 13 ) % %■ it. ®t. («fWffr) 

3??5PT;t ?3ift ft ft fm'^fsramTT % ftiftqft 
T fttf It m;fft dm 9 ft 1995 ft ftsfft 

?.WtW ftVq? fT TT^JT faRffft ftm rm | I 

sifT: Hefj ftftzr tmpTT, g*>r srftlfftpT # 5RT 3 
ft sqam ( 1 ) am nsri wfaaftr suift ^ 

VHTTT ITT^R: %■ RtTfSnr Sift q-ffe!TT 3!?W1 ftp-PT 

(tstiftt fftn>r) ft wfsiTWfn' s'. «ft. m. 482 (ft 

6 HW, 1974 if fftftsjfarTftm TTft £, afflft - 
^trt ^fa^’spTT ft smft ir "am 3 ft ^teim 
( 1 ) % m (ft %■ snxpift mf^RT" ftft % snmfa 
^tt. ft 17 sift ^r% Tnftftfr sf-rfftft $ fwm 
ffrwM^Fr tf.ir ftWT sift sfftfceq f ?ft muft— 


1 

2 

17 "®T. (ftfifft SFJHTT 

ft 

mft gain, 



1 2 
riftifFir T,T3iePT 

fftftft n91-4 11 053 

* 'M 

1/11 spsnr snniftff, 
ftnnfFT 37TH- ’ft, 
ft-411053 

|S . ft. 2 7 0 21 / 4 6/ ( 1 8 )/ 9 4-S’TJft-f, . j 
4^ 3T¥T, iRf RfaR 

TTS fftT°r : 

friJT 4TriT TT-7r'T3 if 

48 2(4f) iftft 6 HW, 1974 OTT STfe^miT 740 
(ft fftT 29 *FT?R, 1990, 4ft 5ft 547 fftfft 
27 4FT4ft, 1992 RNT 4ft 5ft 1263 27 

otr, 1992 sftT ftrifw fan, *in i 


New Delhi, the 5th December, 1996 

S.O. 3516.—Whereas in pursuance of the provisions of clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3 ot the Homoeo¬ 
pathy Central Council Act, 1973 (59 of 1973), Dr. (Mrs.) lndulkar Rajani Subash has been elected on 9th May, 
1995 as a member to the Central Council of Homoeopathy by the members of the ad-hoc Boad of Homoeopathy 
of the University of Poona . 

Now, therefore in exercise of the powers comferred by sub-section (1) ot section 3 of the said Act the 
Central Government hereby makes the following amendment the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Health and Family Welfare (Department of Health), number S.O. 482(E), dated 6th August, 1974, 
namely :— 

In the Table to the said notification, under the heading‘elected under clause (b of sub-secton (1) of section 3 
for serial number 17 and the entries relating thereto, the following serial number and entries shall be substituted, 
namely 


17. ‘T>r. Mrs, lndulkar Rajani Subash Principal, University of Poona” 

Lokmanya Medical Foundation’s 
Homoeopathic Medical College, 

ChiMChiwad, Pune—411053. 

I/ll Ajay apartments Senapti Bapat Road, 

Pune—411053, 

[No. V. 27021/46 (18)/94/Homoeo-Iuf 
KANWAL DAS, Under Secy. 

Foot Note: The original Notificai on was publshcd in Grzettc of India vide S O. 482 E), dated the 6th 
' August, 1974 and subsequently amended by Notification numbers S.O. 740 (F), di-.Kd 9ih 
Augusi, 1990, SO. 547 dated 27ih January, 1992 and S.O, 1263 daed 27th April, 1992, 



4930 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 28, 1996/PAUSA 7, 1918 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


5 1996 

«pt . so. 3 517 — %*sfT t <rfrqT wfafatW; 
1673 ( 1973 *f7T 59) ¥> Sim 3 *£V SmaKT (l) ^ 
^ (?s) % ^rmfr % strata it, fijnrrnfr 

% VT, VTJ. IT. TTfsTT qCf %efpl gTHfbKr 
ifrqtr 'ft wpt fmijfmr Mr mu t, i 

wtr: *r, ^jfhr srffifamT am 

3 qft Tjtram (i) sm stfirmf) *ft sar 

§13., Timr TTTWT % FTITW (fa cfaqK 

fmft5TH hsir-ur (Rnw-j faanr) (rfB^mrr asm 
sfTfoano 482 (sr), TTFfal 6 STTOT, 1974 ^ fmRfafiSF 
ufa awTH’T «ftcB I., srofa :— 

^fet wfuamn- qfr mmift Jr, am 3 «pT mam 
(l) % snf (si) % trtfarfmi'ifmr sfhm % (reitt 

’fir. a. is ?fa a'4facT sfqfem % r^R qr 
fmm%faer %*r a . tfa qfafcut mT mt(*ft, wqfa:- 


■ "-n* * 1 lUrljjC MMkSi at,- —.., a wjflai HIp f 3tHji -rifr 

__1 ___ __ 2 

18. m. t)Tr. *Tr. rnfm 'fwmuft fmm 

jfaft ferftnF f^namm 

202 5, 'V mi, 
ftimsi'T qj, qfajnmc i 

[a. 4V. 2702l/46( 6)/94-^14.33 .] 
tfrtt sm, wot aPoo 

ms fam’ft • 

wr wfa^mrr amr % tt-ottI W fmmp 6 mmr, 
1974 afagmn g. ii^. (fa 482 (i) %■ apr 
a+ifW §$ sft (fa is afgsmrr asm b,Tr.(fa 484 
(?) famm 6 STW, 1974, TJ.T3*. . 740 (t) 

fsaim 29 mim, toeo, trg-.sfa 818 (t) fmiw 

22 ww, 1990 75 (?) fmrm e 'FTmfr, 

1991 , it a. ar. 547 fsmfm 27 wafaY, 1992 , 

(fa 1263 faatTT 27 TRH, 1992 (fa t3,*T.3fa 2700 

fcwm 27 fa mm, 1992 , % sm amm amaa fan mu 1 


New Delhi, the 5;,h December, 1996 

S.O. 3517—Whereas in pursuance of the provisions of clause (b) of sub-scction(l)of section 3oftht Hcmoeo 
pathy Central Council Act, 1973 (59 of 1973), Dr. S. D. Patil has been elected as a member to the Central Council 
of Homoeopathy from Shvaji University, Kolhapur. 

Now, therefore, in exercis of the powers conferred by sub-section (L) cf section 3 of the said AcL, the 
Central Government hereby makes the following Further amendment n the notification of the Govcrnmeni of Tnd'a 
in the erstwhile Mi tistry of Health and Family Planning (Department of Health), number S.O. 482 (E), dated 6th 
August, 1974, namely :— 

In the Table to the said-noti fication, under the heading ‘elected under claus d (b) of sub -s action (1) of s cl ion 3 
for serial numver 18 and the entries relating thereto, the followng serial number and entaes shall be tubst.tuted, 
namely :— 


1 


2 


“18. Dr. S D. Patil Shivaji University” 

Maul, Cl nic 

2025, ‘A’ Ward, Shivaji Peth, 

Kolhapur 

[No. V. 27021/46 (6)/94/Hcmoeo-EU] 
KANWAL DAS, Under Secy. 

Foot Note : The Prncipal N jLificat'on was publ shed in Gazette of India vice Notification number S O. 482 (E), 
dated the 6th August, 1974 and subsequently amended by not'ficafcn numbers S.O.484 (E), dated 6th August 
1974, S.O. 740 (E), dated29th August, 1990 S.O, 818 (E) dated 22nd August 1990, S.O. 75 (E) dated 
6th February. 1991, S O. 547 dated 27th January, 1992, S.O. 1263 dated 27th Apr.l 1992 and S.O. 2700 dated 
27th September, 1992. 
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(b) A copy thereof will be available for ins¬ 
pection in the office of the Delhi 
Development Authority, on Ground 
Floor, Vikas Minar, I. P. Estate, New 
Delhi between hours of 11.00 A.M. to 
5 P.M. on all working days till the date 
mentioned in para ‘3’ hereinafter. 


■ ft# ftw .jjTrspFTw 

gf ft#, 20 ftutftt, 1996 

47. STT. 3518.—ft?# ft#U (UW UftpTT tft 
ft#q- ftwer UftplT) f^PT, 1959 % f#PT-5 % UTft 
qfer ft# fsnPTO !5rfai^nPT, 1957 (1957 # tf. 
6i) # mrr 10 ( 1 ) % *prt% tt#it Trust# sfrir 
ft# iff fftefar fwrar #uur % urn# #rrr 4 # 

tft Ufftr 5TCT5PT % ftr^ tJgRT I 

nfr^d'rtr # ur# % ft :— 

(^) Trsfft Trum# ft?# % #7 "#" 
(Tftru ft?#) # ftuTU #uut 47 srnft 

^•ITPC VK faHT W I I 

( 7 ) SET ft 'TTT #4 ftftyrTT % f?TT ft# ft4H7T 
HTfErpyr % wrftnr, uptu, fa da #ttt, srrf .#. 
tr^j, # ft# Jr #% 4 tt 3 Jr ### ui#ft 
U4t 4rfa ft# *ft 'jftr^j- 11.00 # u ?mr^ 5 
# ?pp t# 1 

2 . w STT^T ifftRT % ## Jr UrRg-TTT UlUfa# 
rft tutu srrpftr?r ftp ur% t 1 

3 . srnftprt ww w fwftr?r at Jr uppu 

rri ^rftrp, ft# ft^rtr srrfsrsfr^or, fapru up, ‘ftt" 

$UT4t, UTf.p. rr,, # ft# H0023 # U4 
1997 % 4T4 U^ft # 3 1 7T#'3' (T'T UU U4A % I 

WUft 4# UT BT4T7 tft UTUr suftu tPhiT 7TU 

tfa uarr # ? 1 

ft?# 

ftftP 28-12-96 

[U. mp. 1 ( 26)/94-#i.# .] 

ftp #p #r?r, unjp eft uftq 

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORffY 
PUBLIC NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 20tii December, 1996 

S.O. 3518.—Notice under section 10(1) of the 
Delhi Development Act, 1957 (No. 61 of 1957) 
read with rule 5 of the Delhi Development (Master 
Plan and Zonal Development Plan-Rules 1959) of 
the preparation and publication of the draft of the 
Zonal Development Plan for the National Capital 
Territory of Delhi. 

Notice is hereby given that : 

(a) A draft of a Zonal Development Plan for 
zone ‘G’ (West Delhi) in the National 
Capital Territory of Delhi, has been 

prepared,. 


2. Objections and suggestions are hereby invited 
with respect to this draft plan. 

3. The objections or suggestions may be sent 
In writing to the Commissicner-cum-Secretary, 
Delhi Development Authority, Vikas Sadan, ‘B’ 
Block, INA, New Delhi-110023 before the 31st 
day of March, 1997. 

Any person making the objections or suggestions 
should also give his name and address. 

New Dfthi : 

Dated: 28-12-1996. 

[No. F. 1(26)|94-ZP] 
V. M. BANSAL, Cbmmissioner-cum-Seoy, 


uu uaruu 

# ft#, 1 mrj4T, 1996 

»pr. *n. 3519 aftiftftr ftm wFirftrr, 1947 

(1947 vr 14 )# ottt 17 4r ¥- 7777 k, %#t 
7717 4777 ft aw# % mra Prftftf ftr qnfo-ift 
% ftu, myft nfknre sffafrftp ftrr? 7 %#7 77477 sffaft- 
w stfww, 47777 % s'to: V OTifftr ^ftr uft 
?n7?TT # 3 0-9-96 # STU 9T I 

fwi gir— 12012 / 57 / 88 # II gftr$ ¥ 17 :?). (TT)] 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
New Dellv, the 1st October, 1996 

S.O. 3519.—In pursuance of S?ct : on II of the 
Industral Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of J947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby pubbshes Ihe A waft of the 
Central Government Industr al Tr bunal, Kanpur as 
shtwn ; n Lhi Anuexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the manage- 
mrit of Puijab Nft onal Bank and their workman, 
wh ch wa> received by the Central Government on 
the 30-9-96. 

[No. L-12012/57/88./D II A/1R(B-1I)] 
SANATAN, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE S IRl B. K. SRIVASTAVA PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INE US- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR COURT 
DEOKI PALACE ROAD, PANDU NAGAR, 
KANPUR 

Industr'al Dispute No. 138 of 1988 
In the matter of dispute between : 

Raj Kumar Di.v't 

C/o Shri V. N. Sekhari 

26/104 Birhma Road, Kanpur 

AND 

Regional Manager, 

Punjab Nat onal Bank, 

The Mall, Kanpur 

APPEARANCE: Shri S Kapoor for the Management 
Shri V.P. S.'ivastava for the 
workman 

AWARD 

1. Cmtral Government, M nistry of Labour, 
New Delhi v : de its not ficat cn No. L-l 2012/57/ 
88. Dll (A) dated 27-10-88 has referred the fe 11c- 
w'ng dispute for adjudicat'cn to ih's Tr bunal : 

Whether the action of the management of Pun¬ 
jab National Bank in termmating the services of 
Shr Raj Kumar Dixit and not ccns d' ting tun 
far further employment wh le recruiting fresh 
hands under Scct ; on 25 H of the I. D. Act is 
just'ficd? If not to what rel ef isthc workman 
ent'tlrd 7 

2. The concerned workman R. K. D'xit in his 
claim statement has alleged that he had worked 
as a peon w th erstwh le H ndustan Corn- 
mere al Bank from 1-3-83 to 25-3-83 at Genral 
Grtj branch from 19-4-84 to 18-7-84 at Unnao 
branch and from 5-9-85 to 4-12-85 at the same 
branch. It is alleged that he had worked on 
a permanent post he was not jun ; or most 
when he was not assigned work. Hence his 
term nation is bad in law. Further he was not 
given opportunity when new hands Were taken. 
This Bank was amalgamated with opposite party 
Punjab National Bank on 18-12-86. 

3. The case of the opposite party Bank 
is that the concerned workman was engaged 
in leave vacancy g'ving further dclails it 
was alleged that the prev'ous bank had pre¬ 
pared a pannd of 158 candidated in which 
the name of concerned workman was at SI. 
No. 127 where as engagement was given to 
the candidate at SI. No. 109. The prospec¬ 
tive candidated were g'vcn employment in 
leave vacancy to gain experience it was in 
this back ground that the concerned workman 
was given employment in leave vacancy. In 


such a case question of appl cability of Section 
25 G & H does not apply. 

4. In the rejoinder it was alleged that 

junior to the concerned workman in the pannel 

were given employment whereas the concern¬ 

ed workman was not given chance. Hence on 
this score too he is entitled for employment. 
His termination is bad. 

5. It is true that in his statement the 

concerned workman has stated that juniors 
to him were retrenched in setv'ce and 
that fresh hands were employed. St’ll I tlvnk 
the concerned workman is not entitled for the 
benefits of Section 25 G & H I. D. Act as 
he had worked in leave vacancy. There are 
copies of appointment letter filed by the con¬ 
cerned workman dated 23-2-83, 18-4-83 and 
4-9-85 which go to show that workman was 
g : ven chance in leave vacancy. A person who 
works in leave vacancy is not entitled for 
benefit of Section 25 G & H I. D. Act. Hence 
on th ; s score terminal’on of the concerned 
workman can not said bad in law. 

6. However there is one other aspect 
of the case. It is common ground that a 
pannel was prepared in wh : ch the name tf the 
concerned workman was at S’. No. 127. The 
concerend workman in his cv dtnce has stated 
that on? Sitgur Prasad figuring at SI. No. 151 
has been g ; ven employment. Thus a candi¬ 
date whose name is much below the concerned 
workman has been given employment. In oider to 
meet this point the management has filed a 
copy of settlement arr ved at between Punjab 
National Bank and S .tgur Prasad on 10-6-85 
before ALC. It is submitted that it was in 
persuancc of th s settclcment that Satgur Piasrd 
given employment. It was not ind vidual act 
of the Bank. I th’nk th’s wTl net help 
the opposite party in any manner. When 
Sttgur Prasad has raised the dispute before 
ALC the bank could have raised the plea that 
candidate senior to him in the pannel arc still 
await ng employment. In jis absence poss b 1 ty 
of collusion between the bank and Satgur 
Prasad for crcumventing the seniorty of the 
pannel, can not be ruled out. In any case 
the concerned workman is not concerned 
about the manner of giving the employment to 
Satgur Prasad. He w 11 get right of employ¬ 
ment as soon as a candidate figuring lower 
in list, is given employment. Hence in my 
opinion the bank was not justified in depriv¬ 
ing the concerned workman of the job after 4-12-85 
when Satgur p.asad was given employment on 
10-6-85, 
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7, ffeilcc my award is that the termination of 
concerned workman is k»ad in law and he is rn'hkd 
Jfyr reins tat emciu wMicm.: back wages wilhin one 
month from publication of award. 

Let six copies of award be sent to the Govt, of 
India. Ministry of Labour for its publication. 

B, K. SRfVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 


8. Ashok Kumar 
C/o R.M. Shukla 

119/30 Naseemabad, 


Kanpur. 

And 


Regional Manager 
Central Bank of Tndia, 

Belanganj, Agra. 

APPEARANCE : Km. Nccta Mathur & R.M. Sliukla 
for the concerned workmen. 


nf buffi", 2 fwwru 1 9 9 6 

vt. w. 3520:—ffitrffipfj firarr frfafmrK, 1947 (1947 
*cr 14) fir rrro 17 tpiwr if, trwrt & 
^ srffirffir $r ffiw fffifriprf ffiruffi Tiffipm % 
afV’T, sparer b fafe ffiffifipft fffioir if fcjfa tr^n arTeft- 
fm fTfinttf, ftiw ffi spfrrfffir 4r*ffi ft, aft 

«) wr< «ffr 28-1 1 - 9 « ffi whT g-trr en 1 

[?rwr m —jania/i.ia/ss-fl It rr-wif. mr, (aft. jm 

nam, m xtftmff 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 1996 

S. O. 3520.'— In pursuance of Section 17 of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 0 4 of 194 7), the "Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Cen¬ 
tral Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown 
it) the Anncxmc, in the Industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of Central Bank 
of India and their workman, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 28-11-96, 

[No. L-120I2/132/88-D II A/IR (B-II)]* 
SANATAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. K. SRIVASTAVA, PRESIDING 
QFFCER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR COURT, P4NDU 
NAGAR, KANPUR. 

Industrial Dispute No. 96 of 1991 
In the matter of dispute between : 

1. Ramesh Chandra Verma 

C/o R.M. Shukla 119/30, Naseemabad, Kanpur, 

2. Rajendra Kumar 

C/o A. K. Kulshrcshtha 
6 P & T Colony Agra. 

3. A.K. Mehrotra 

C/o A.K. Kulshreshtha 
6 P & T Colony, Agra. 

4. Ramesh Chandra Verma 
C/o R.M. ShuMa 

119/30 Naseemabad, Kanpur. 

5. Mahesh Chandra Verma 
C/o R.M. Shukla 

119/30 Naseemabad, Kanpur. 

6. Baboo Lai 
C/o R,M. Shukla, 

119/30 Naseemabad, Kanpur. 

7. Prakash Ciiand Gautam 
C/o R.M. Shukla 

119r30 Naseemabad Kanpur, 

3092 G1/9G—4 


AWARD : 

1. Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi vide its notification no. L-12012/132/88-DIl(AV 
dated’ nil has referred the following dispute for ad¬ 
judication to this Tribunal — 

Whether the action of the managemnt of Central 
Bank of India is not giving permanent appointment 
to the workman listed below is justified? If not, 
to what relief aie the workmen entitled? 

1 Ashok Kumar Sharma, 2. Raiendra Kumar, 3. A.K. 
Mehrotra, 4. Ramesh Chandra Verma, 5 Mahesh 
Chandra Verma, 6. "Baboo Lai 7. Prakash Chand 
Gautam and 8. Ashok Kumar. 

-> in this reference there arc 8 workmen whose 
names according to the reference are as under- 

1. Ashok Kumar Sharma. 2. Rajendra Kumar, 3. A.K 
Mehrotra 4. Ramesh Chandrt Verma, 5. Mahesh Chan- 
Cm, .6. B»l»o Ul. 7. Prakash CM C.ut.m 
and 8. Ashok Kumar. 

Out of them Anoop Kumar Mehrotra and Rajendra 
Kuriiar are of clerical category whereas remaining 4 
ore of substaff category. 

3 Ramsh Chandra Verma one of the workmani fall¬ 
ing in substaff category had moved an application be- 
fnte this Tribunal informing that he is no m 
n uroicutim of the case. My learned predecessor on 
00 4 9“ bad ordered that his case will be sent as no 
clairit award when final award is sent. H w,U be 

done accordingly. 

a The claim of the remaining five workmen ex- 
4 . The ca “ Kumar of substaff category is 

based ''"on U*‘ which WHS ^ r ’ repared th ® 

based on wan 1 ^ d intcrvlew 

b ^ 9 rt thiT wai tt Z name of Ashok Kumar 

Sbar^at ^ ^ 

mTrial no"? and that of Prakash Chandra Gautam 

5 Si Vsr. in the ™ W^ 

'T thf candidates appearing nt serial no. 

workman was entitled for employment. 

X Ashok Kumar Sharma in his claim statement 
hAS alleged that appearing at 

63 ^Cfively cSy ^ gwen 

rSm n lf TothS ;-ons IS on the same footing. 
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6. The case of Mahesh Chandra Verma ft •thftt his 
name was at serial no. 64 similarly the case of 
Prakash Chandra Gautam is that his name was at 
serial no. 67. Others have been given chance while 
they have not been given chance. Management had 
been giving assurance to them that they would be 
provided employment in future. 

7. In the written statement the management has not 
disputed the above mentioned facts and that they have also 
not specifically setup any definite case as to whether 
any departure had been made by providing employ¬ 
ment to the candidates whose names appears later 
than those of the concerned workman. Thus in 
nut shell the averments in the written statement are 
evasive. 

8. Any way from the narration of facts it will be evi¬ 
dent that Mahesh Chandra Venna and Prakash Chand 
Gautam have no case whatsoever as according to their own 
pleading no candidate has been appointed whose name ap¬ 
pear in the wait list after these workmen. Thus there has 
been no broach in giving emoloyment as against these two per¬ 
sons. Hence question of discrimination under Article 14 of 
Constitution of India a'so does not arise. 

9. The plea that the management had been giving as¬ 
surance to these workmen to employ them in future will not 
confer any right upon them to get employment. Accordingly 
my finding is that Mahesh Chandra Verma and Prakash 
Chandra Gautam will not be entitled to any relief as the 
management was not obliged to provide them employment. 

10. As regards the claim ~of Ashok Kumar Sharma 

and Baboo Lai I think that they have made out a 
case. As mentioned, earlier the name of Baboo Lai 
appear at serial no. 53 and that of Ashok Kumar at 
serial No.55. It has been alleged that Brarnhanand at serial 
no. 59 and P.K. Chaturvedi at serial no. 63 have been 
given employment by making departure of principle of 
giving employment to the persons whoso name appear 
earlier than those of these candidates. This fact 
has not been specifically denied by the manage¬ 

ment in its written statement. Thus under Order 8 Rule 
5 C P C it should bo deemed to be admitted. Apart 
from this there is unrebutted affidavit of these two per¬ 
sons. Hence it is held that the management had com¬ 
mitted breach of this wait list by giving employment to 
candidates appearing at serial no. 59 and 63 after ignor¬ 
ing the claim of Ashok Kumar at serial no. 55 and 

Baboo Lai at serial no, 53, In this way there lias 

been definite infringment of article 14 of the constitution 
of India in providing employment. Consequently these 
two workmen will be entitled for employment. 

11. Now the easo of Ashok Kumar may be taken 

up. His case is that he was taken on 26.11-84 as a 

sub staff and worked upto 28.8.85 for a period of 234 

days. Thereafter his services were terminated without 

complying the provisions of section of 25F T.D. Act. 

12. Management in their written statement have al¬ 

leged that the concerned workman was employed (tor a 
fixed period in leave vacancy, hence section 
25F is not applicable. I do dot agree with 
this contention. Even if employment is being for 
fixed period in leave vacancy the concerned 

workman will still be entitled for compliance of section 
25FofI.D. Act if he has completed more than 240 days 
in a calendar year preceding the date of his retrenc- 


ment. Tf we add Sunday and other holidays it is ob¬ 
vious that the concerned workman had completed more 
than 240 days in a year. Hence the concerned work¬ 
man entitled for notice pay and retrenchment compen¬ 
sation before effecting Ids retrenchment. The fact that 
employment was for a fixed period in leave vacancy 
would be a good ground for effecting retrenchment. 
But still as said earlier retrenchment compensation and 
notice pay has to he given. 

13. Hence, my conclusion is that his retrenchment is 
bad in law because of breach of section 25F of I.D. 
Act. 

14. Now the case of two clerks may be taken up. 
In the claim statement Ashok Kutnar Mehrotra has al- 
leged that the concerned workman had worked from - 
15.6.72 to 8.8.75 in broken period as temporary clerk. 
Tie was given assurance that he will bi regular i sed. 
Instead of regularising him fresh hands u ere taken in service 
and he was not given any opportunity. Thus there has 
been breach of section 25F G & H of Industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act. 

15. The case of Rapndra Kumar is that he was given 
employment from 16.6.72 to 13.8.75 in broken period as 
temporary clerk by the opposite party. Whilo effecting 
retrenchment there has been breach of section 25 G & I-T 
of I.D. Act. 

16. Both the workmen have further pleaded that as 
they were working as temporary clerks they were entit¬ 
led for 14 days notice in terms of para 524 6f Sastry 
Award which has not been given, 

17. The mangement in respect of these two clerks 
have filed separate written statement their defence is 
commons. It is alleged that both of then were appointed 
for a fixed period in leave vacancies. 

18. In the rejoinder the concerned workmen have 
denied this fact. 

19. Ashok Kumar Mehrotra and Rajendra Kumar 
have given their statement in this Tribunal in which 
they have stated the facts as given in the claim state¬ 
ment. The management was given opportunity but they 
have not given evidence in rebuttal. In this way the 
evidence of both these workmen is unrebutted. I see no 
reason to disbelieve it. Accordingly their version is 
believed. I am of the opinion that according to thier 
own pleading they have not completed more than 240 
days in a calendar year as such they are not entitled 
for benefit of section 25F of LD. Act. Any way in 
the case of Management of State Bank of Bikaner & 
Jaipur versus Their Workmen C A No 7029 of 1994 
decided on 8.2.96 it has been held by the Mbii’blo 
Supreme Court that provisions of sections 25G and 
25H of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, are independent 
of section 25F. In other words for attracting the provi¬ 
sions of sections 25G and 25H of Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, it is not necessary that a workman should 
have complcded 240 days in a calender year. In this 
case the workmen who had worked as proved by the 
concerned workman were held to be temporary em¬ 
ployees . It was further held that they were entitled 
for 14 days notice as required by para 524 of Sastry 
Award and they are further entitled for benefit of sec¬ 
tion 25G and Hof I.D, Act, It is obvious from unrebut¬ 
ted evidence that the concerned two workmen (clerical 
category) have been able, o prove their case because 
of breach of voilatlon of provision of section 25G and 
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5H of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, The concerned two 
workmen has alleged that during the continuance of 
employment of the concerned workmen 35 workers were 
employed the details of which have been given in 
annexure which fact was not denied by the manage- 
meat. Thus it is also proved that during the temporary 
employment of the concerned workmen, the opposite 
party bank had given permanent employment to 35 
employees without giving opportunity to the concer¬ 
ned workmen which is certainly an act of Unfair 
Labour Practice as in normal course the concerned 
workmen who were working earlier than those persons 
ought to have been given preference in making such ap¬ 
pointment. 

20. I do not find any force in the objection of the manage¬ 
ment that since the appointment of these concerned workmen 
was in leave vacancy for a fixed period and that they 
have no right whatsoever. We have gone through 
these appointment letters which are on record and find 
that they have been issued in stereo typed manner 
as in these appointment letters the person in whose absence 
the concerned workmen were given employment have not 
been spelled out. It appears to me another act of Unfair 
Labour practice which also amounts to exploitation . These 
are not genuine grounds. Instead they have been inann- 
pulaicd to comafioug the appointment. As such the manage¬ 
ment should not be allowed to take advantage of such Unfair 
Labour Practice to check the case of the concerned 
workmen. 

21. In the end became of forgoing discussions, J 
come to the conclusion that termination of these two con¬ 
cerned workmen is bad in law because of breach of 
section 25 O & H of I.D. Act and also because of perpetration 
of Unfair Labour Practice. 

22. Finally my award is that concerned workman 
Ranrcsh Chandra Vermais not entitled for any relief for want 
of prosecution. Mahesh Chandra Vcrma and Prakash Chan¬ 
dra Gautam will also not be entitled for any relief as their 
case has not been proved. 

23. Similarly Ashok Kumar Sharma and Baboo Lai will 
be entitled for employment. 

24. A.K. Mchrotra and Rajendra Kumar will also be en¬ 
titled for reinstatement in service with back wages at the rate 
at which they wrec drawing at the time their respective 
retrenchment from the date of reference. 

25. I am not oblibious of the fact that in this case 

there has been gross delay in making reference and 
claims arc old. There are special features of the case 
which had impelled me to grant reinstatement, fn the 
first place the concerned workmen had been 

agitating for their rights from the very beginning, 
Evan the Central Government had to write the bank 
pleading for giving employment to these persons, but it 
fell iqto their deaf cars. Further once the Labour Minis¬ 
try has refused reference. It was in second attempt that 
these workmen succeeded in getting reference. 

B.K, SRIVASTAVA, Preseiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 29th November, 1996 

S.O. 3521.—In pursuance of Section II of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribmni, Kanpm as shown in the Anaexurc, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Union Bank of India and their workman 
which was received by the Central Government on the 281h 
November, 1996. 

[No. L-12012/83/93-JR(B-lli] 
SANATAN, Desk Officer 


BEFORE, SRI S. K. SRIVASTAVA, PRESIDING OFI-fCER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRI.SUN\L- 
< U'4-LAROUR COURT. PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 


Industrial Dispute No. 63 of 1993 

In the niaPcr of dispute between : 

Roop Chand, 

C/o O. P. Mathur, 

117/K/36 Sarvodny.i Nagar, 

Kanpur. 


AND 

Regional Manager. 
Union Bank of India, 
Regional Office. 

Pandu Nagar, Kanpur. 


AWARD 

1. Central Government, Ministry of Labour, vide its noti¬ 
fication number L-12012/83/93/IR BII, dated 26th August, 
1993, has referred the following dispute for adjudication to 
this Tribunal:— 

Whether the claim of Sri Roop Chand that he was em¬ 
ployed Executive of Union Bank of India for driving 
Bank's car since 29th May, 1983 and that he was 
employee of the bank is justified ? If so, whether 
the termination of his services from 27th January, 
1992 was justified. What relief if any is Sri Roop 
Chand entitled to ? 


2. There is no dispute that the concerned workman Roop 
Chapd had wenked as Driver at the vehicle of Regional 
Manager of opposite party Union Bank of India w.c.f, 29th 
May, 1983 upto 27th January, 1992. This vehicle admittedly 
belongs to the bank and has been placed at the services of 
the Regional Manager for his personal use. Propulsion Charges 
and its maintenance charges are being borned during this 
period by the bank. During this period a number of Regional 
Manager had changed. 


3. The case of the concerned workman is that since this 
vehicle belong to bank and he was required to drive this vehi¬ 
cle, he is originally the workman of the bank. The bank has 
adopted unfair labour practice in depriving this status by 
alleging that lie was personal servant of regional manager. 
As he was bank's employee his services have been illegally 
retrenched because of violation section 25F I.D, Act, 
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4. The opposite party bank has filed written statement in 
*'hich it has been alleged that the facility of driving etii to 
the executive of the bank is in accordance with ils norms. 
The concerned workman is personal servant of the executive. 
In spile of the fact that manager used to be reimbursed for the 
maintenance of the car and payment of salary of the con¬ 
cerned workman. 

5. In lhe rejoinder Ihc above mentioned facts have been 
denied. 

6. In support of his ease the concerned workman has tiled 
Ext. W.l to W.IJ. Out of them Ext, W.l and W.2 relate to 
his payment of salary through vouchers and all the other 
documents arc in the nature of bills with regard to repair 
of vehicle No. L'GK 3191 which was with the manager. Be¬ 
sides the concerned workman has adduced his evidence. 
Therein he has stated that he used to work in the office of 
the opposite party at Pandunaenr. He used to drive the vehi¬ 
cle of tile bank. IJe has further stated that petrol and main¬ 
tenance expenses were borne by the bank. He was appointed 
by S. P. Roy. When his services were brought to an end he 
was not given retrenchment compensation and notice pay. In 
his cross examination he has stated that he was noi given 
any appointment letter. His name was not entered in attend¬ 
ance register. However, his signatures wctc obtained in salaty 
register, He was not given uniform hut once he was paid 
bonus, On the other hand Rajesh Randy Deputy Manager 
M.W. 1 has stated that concerned woikman was appointed by 
the Regional Manager for his personal use. He was mu the 
employee of the bank in any manner. 

T. One vital point which needs delenninalion is whether 
the concerned workman should be deemed directly employed 
by Union Bank of India. In order to negative the claim of 
the concerned workman the management bank has placeJ 
reliance on the case of The Employeis in relation to Punjab 
National Bank and Chulnm Dastagir, FLR 197)1 (36) 198 
(SC). The facts of this case are on all fours of the facts 
of the instant case. In this situation the labour tribunal hid 
held a driver to be directly employed by Punjab National 
Bank. The matter was carried before Hon'ble Supreme C'omt. 
Their Lordships did not agree and held that in the facts and 
circumstances, the driver was not held to be the employee 
of the brink. It was further pointed out by their Lordships 
that in case there weie other facts and circumstances to show 
that such driver was doing other duties of the bank (be 
opposition would be different. In the instant case there is 
no such evidence, In this ruling in para 3 at page 201 their 
Lordships had further expressed their anguish over such type 
of employment and had desired that such practice should be 
discontinued. Tt is unfortiiatp that despite this wish of hon'ble 
Supreme Uoiirt the management still continued to adhere to 
this practice, Any wav it was on this basis that hon’ble 
Supreme Court was desired to award some compensation to 
the employee. Taking a due from this I would also like to 
award some compensation to the concerned workman. 

8. In the end my opinion, is that the concerned workman 
is not the employee of the bank. Still as the bank has conti¬ 
nued to adhere with wrong practice despite the desire of Hon’ 
hie Supreme Court T would order that the bank should pav 
Rs. 15.000 as damages to the concerned workman. I award 
accordingly, 

Dated : 31-10-96. 

R. Is. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 2nd December, 1996 

SO. 3527 ,—ln pursuance of Section II of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government industrial Tribunal, Kanpur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of Union Bank of Lidia and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 
28-11-96. 

[No. L-12012/229/94-1 R(B-11)] 
SANATAN. Dusk Officer 


ANNEXURF. 

Before Shri B, K, Srivastava Presiding Officer 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal Cum Labour 
Court Deoki Palace Road Pandu Nagar Kanpur. 

Industrial Dispute No. 4 of 1995 

In the matter of dispute between; 

Vice President 

Union Bank Employees Association 
C/o Union Bank of India 
Civil Lines Shakha 
Allahabad. 

AND 

Deputy General Manager 

Union Bank of India, Sgharda Tower 

Kapurthala Complex 

Lucknow. 

Ex parte Awa>d 

1. Central Government, Ministry of Labour 
New Delhi vide its Notification No. 12012/229/94 
dated 26-12-94 has referred file following dispute for 
adjudication to tins Tribunal: 

Whe'hei the ac ion of the management of Union 
Bank of India, Lucknow in not considering the 
applies ion of Shri Lallan Prased Singh, Cashier/' 
Clerk for he post of Head Cashier (C) subtniited by 
him on 29-6-1991 is jus’ifed? Tf no’, what relief 
is the said workman entitled to7 

2, It. is unnecessary Lo g.ve facts of the case in 
detail, as after exchange of pleading by the parties, 
the concerned workman started absenting himself, 
lienee the reference is answered against the concer¬ 
ned workman for want of prosecution. 

B.K. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
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^r. m. :>522. ■—srhftflrct fw srfaPppr, 1947 
(1947 14) %r arm 17 % ir,%rjfta tutu 

4 H 4 T vfar sfr#, % mutsT % batt ftrclwr stir-377% qnffnfr 
% apt, w^sr'j afteftfw farcrr % %Brw Trarrr smfr- 

f«w nftFfTTur, % Ttfi ^ sr^rfSTT Tppfr £, %r 

trpprt %r jtim ^rrr 4T 1 

[ti. it- 12011 / 39 / 89 , 12011 / 25 / 99 , 42011 / 52 / 99 , 

4201 l/jy/SO, 42011 / 49 / 89 , 42011 / 30 / 99 , 4201l/5l/89, 
42011 / 27/89 42011 / 22 / 89 , 42011 / 33 / 39 , 42011 / 53 / 89 , 

4201 l/32/S9 4 20 12/1 2>l/S9, 4201 1 /3s/89, 4201 1/28/89, 
4201 1/36/89, 42012/88/S9 42012/86/89. 4201 l/48/49 ; 

42 O 12 / 90 / 8 H, 42012/126/89, 1201 l/23/S9, 4201l/2fi/S9 
42012/87189, 4201 l/.')3/S9, 42011/29/39 4201 1/69/.S9, 

42012/125/89, 42012/120/89, 42011/39/89, 1201 l/3l/H9, 
42012/1 19/89, 420 1l/.17/S9, 4201 l/s9/S9, 4301 1/35/89, 
42012/127/39, 420 15/89/39, 1201 1/34/89, 4201 l/so/89, 
4201 1 / 32 / 92 , 4201 i/k 1 /R 9 - *!>£ rTi T /[)] 

%.Tf.nt. iiifr, f*4r TrftppUi 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 1995 

S.O. 3523:—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Indus¬ 
trial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), (lie Central Government 
hereby [publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Amiexure, in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Betwa Riser Board and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government. 

[No. !.. -420U/39/89/IRDU 
420U/25/89/1RDU 
42011/52/89/IRDU 
420JJ/58/89/IRDU 
42011/49/89/1RDU 
42011/30/89/1RDU 
42011 /51/89/IRD U 
42011/27/89/1RD U 
42011 /22/89/IRDU 
42011/38/89/IRDU 
42013/53/89/lRDU 
42011/32/89/IRDU 
42012/124/89/IRD U 
42011/38/89/IRDU 
42011 /28/S9/IR DIJ 
42011/36/89/IRDU 
42012/88/89/IRD U 
42012/86/89/IRDU 
42012/89/89/1 RDU 
42011/50/89/1 RDli 
42011/61/89/IRDU 
42011 /48/89/IR D U 
42012/90/89/IRD U 
42012/126/89/1RD U 
42011/23/89/IRDU 
42011/26/89/1 RDU 
42012/87/89/1RDU 
42011/33/89/IRDU 
42011/24/89/IRD C 
42011/60/89/1 RDU 
42012/125/89/IRDU 
42012/120/89/1RD11 
42011/39/89/IRDU 
42011/31/89/TR DU 


42012/119/89/IRDU 
42011/47/89/IRDU 
42011/59/89/IRDU 
42011/35/89/IRD U 
420)2/127/89/IRDU 
42011/34/89/IRDU 
42011/32/92/1 RDU] 

K. V. H. UNNV, Desk Officer. 
ANNEXURE *? 

BEFORE SRI B.K SRIVASTAVA PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, PANDU NAGAR, DEOKI 
PALACE ROAD, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute nos. 1/90, 39/90, 113/93, 57/90, 7/90, 
24/90, 13/90, 48/90, 9/90, 20/90, 3/90, 28/90, 14/90, 6/90, 
22/90, 27/90, 25/90, 31/90, 11/90, 26/90, 30/90, 2/90, 38/90, 
32/90, 23/90, 18/90, 5/90, 4/90, 56/90, 55/90, 54/90, 46/90, 
29/90, 8/90, 19/90, 17/90, 21/90, 15/90, 16/90, 12/90, 10/90. 

in the matter of dispute between: 

Sachiv 

Rajghat Bandh Padyojna Karumcbari Union 
Rajghat District Lalitpur LI.P. 

And 

Chief Engineer 
Betwa River Board 

Rajghat Dam 
Nandanpura Jhansi 

APPEARANCE : P. N. Verma for the management 
B. P. Pandcy for the Union. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Ministry of Labour, Now 
Delhi, vide its notilieation nos. (given below) has referred 
the following dispute in relation to the concerned workmen 
named below for ils adjudication to this Tribyual:— 

Whether the demand of the Union to regularise the workmen 
(named below) of Betwa River Board Rajghat Dam Nand- 
anpura Jhansi against the post on which they are working 
with retrospective effect from the dale of their appointment 
is justified. If yes, to what relief the concerned workmen 
are entitled? 


1, L-420JI/39/89/1RD1J dt. 

1-1-90 (l.D. No. 

3/90) 

Name 

Dcsig. Date of 

appointment 

1. Prabhu Dayal Nayak 

Peon 

8-3-89 

2. Surcmdra Pd. Srivastava 

35 

4/89 

3. Ram Scwak 


3/83 

4. Chandan Singh 

U 

10/80 

5. Rafikuddin 

2. L-42011/25/39/1 RDU dt. 1-1- 

■90 (l.D, No. 6/90) 

1/87 

1. Harbhajan 

13 

5/80 

2. Deshraj Singh „ 

3. L-4201I/52/89/1RDU dt, 1-1-90 (l.D. 27/90) 

1978 

1. Rajuiddin Ansari 

Stcno 

9/80 

2. Km. Onuja Tikcy 

11 

2/85 

3. Vijay Tiwari 

,, 

7-1-87 

4, Madhsndan 


12-2-82 

5. B. R. Pillai 

4. L-42011/58/89/1RDU d(. 1-1 

■90 (Jdd. No. 25/90) 

1-1-82 

1. Brjjnandan Rlcliariya 

Supervisor 

12-2-82 

2. Bhishm Singh Chauhan 

Supervisor 

1-8-86 
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3. Brindaban Yadav 

r, irmnrnuTi ^ 

SuftMvteor. March 85 

4. Ramesh Kumar Srivastava 

Anua 

12/81 

5. Balbir Singh Kushwaha 

Atmin 

10/81 

6. Ram Lakhan Gosai 

Supervisor 

2/87 

7. Kulbhan Singh 

L.QJE, 

1-4-82 

8. Babulal 

Supervisor 

1-1-84 

9. Anand Kumar Srivastava 

Supervisor 

82 

10. Devendra Kr Sharaia 

Supervisor 

82 

11. Ram Kripal 

Supervisor 

80 

5. h-42011/49/S9/l^]U <jl. 1-1 

90 ’(1-P- No. 20/90) 


1. lagpai Singh 

Oe*-fe 

(-1-19/52 

2. Om Prttkash 


7-3-86 

3. Vinod Kumar Surclo 


10-10-83 

4. Subodh Kumar Jain 

, , 

1-6-85 

5. Ramashanker Chaubey 

M 

7-1-85 

6. Prem Lai 

11 

25-5-87 

7. Ghanshyam Singh 

„ 

15-1^82 

8. Ashok Kumar Garg 

H 

1-2-84 

6, L-42011/30/89/IRDU dt. 1-1 

-90 l.D. 29/90 


1. Kaiiash Goswami 

Generator Opr. 

1-6-85 

2. Garibdass 

*1 

1-9-81 

7. L-42011/51/89/1RDU dt. (-1-90 I.©. 28/9Q 


1. Banwari Lai 

Tim; Keeper 

11/82 

2. Vishwanath 

„ 

5/80 

3. OmkarPathak 

M 

12/80 

4. Sasir Mansuri 

ff 

11/81 

5. Raj Kumar Rai 

v* 

u/at 

6. Yatindra Kumar 

11 

6/,82 

7. Karvchhedi Lai 


1982 

8. Yasla Khftn 

„ 

1982 

9. Kailash Niranjan 


1983 

10. HarDayal 

*♦ 

11/83 

11. Manohar Pathak 


11/81 

12. Bhagirathi 

it 

11/83 

13. Jagdish Prasad KJiare 

tl 

1985 

14. Santosh Upadhayuya 

It 

1982 

15. Ram Prakash 


1982 

16. MmijwLaI 

tt 

1983 

17. Siya Satan Srivastava 

n 

1982 

18. Ashok Kumar lain 

SI 

11/81 

19. Sri Manga) Singh 


H/81 

20. Rakesfr Kamboj 

H 

10/82 

21. Ram Kishore Tiwan 


1-7-83 

22. Mahendra Singh 

s' 

5/81 

23. Jaspal S’rngh 

5' 

10/83 

24 r Bal Kishan 

it 

4/81 

25. .lai Ram 

li 

1/80 

26. Raj Deep Agarwal 

i* 

1/84 

27. RamCharan 

M 

2/82 

28. Panoham Singh Rawat 

» 

M/83 

29. Mahendra Kumar Khare 


nH 

30. Satendra Babu Vorma 


3/81 

31. Chandra Mohan Dubey 

it 

10/80 

32. Jai Narain KhafS 

5' 

5/82 

33. AW*d Kumar Srivastava 

M 

1982 

34. Ram Kumar Singh 

H 

1/8,2 

35. Anek Singh 

tl 

11/80 

36. Madan Singh Siasaudiya 

3] 

12/82 

37. Vinod Kumar Kushwaha 

»» 

1979 


8. L—42011/27/89-LR.D.LI. dated 1-1-90 l.D. 22/90 


1. 

Sri Krishna Kumar Misra Driver 

22*il2r79 

2. 

Bhecm Raj „ 

224K-80 

3. 

Sher Sipgh 

MHO-89 

4. 

D«sd*PalJtoi 

1-10-80 

5. 

Ram Autry: 

3-10-81 

6. 

Virendra Kumar „ 

02-08-82 
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7. 

Mangal Singjs 

Driver 

20-01-80 

8. 

Ghamandi 

i? 

1-08-81 

9. 

Keshav Das Dixit 


1M8-B4 

IQ. 

Rnupeah Chandra 


3-09-80 

Hi 

8iya Ram wtranian 

si 

1979 

12. 

PajjjJ) Khan 

') 

14)8*80 

13. 

Shyam Lai Kushawaha 

' t 

1-JOrBl 

14. 

Jodha Bingh 


1-07-88 

15. 

Bhagwan Singh 


1-01-82 

16. 

Kama! Singh 

H 

4-03-79 

17. 

Taulik Haider 

it 

11-03-81 

18. 

Bgidjand 

,, 

7-04-84 

19. 

Jggdjsh Rgj 

,, 

10(Q2-84 

20, 

Kaiyan prasad 

1 1 

18-11-81 

9, 

L-42QU/E2/89/JRDU dt. 1 

-i-90 (T. D. No. 

uim 

1. 

Rritgm Singh 

Chawkidar 

1980 

2, 

Njrhhay $jngh 

I J 

1983 

3. 

Ram Dayal 


198Q 

4. 

Ram Swarup 

i 1 

1982 

5. 

Saagram Singh 

it 

11-4-83 

6. 

Aneksingh 

J' 

10-2-79 

7. 

Mulayam Singh 

„ 

15-4-82 

8. 

Pargm Singh 

H 

10-7-81 

9. 

Brindaban 

is 

2-3-82 

10. 

Janki 

*t 

May 80 

11. 

Bhaiya Lai 


1978 

12. 

Harbhajan 

11 

May, 80 

13. 

Hari 

>1 

1981 

14. 

Dayaram Prajapati 

,, 

1-4-80 

15. 

Gameshafik 


8/87 

16. 

Sukhlal 


1978 

17. 

Hariram 

>» 

1978 

18. 

Badam Singh 

t» 

1982 

19. 

Ram Swarup 

1 ► 


20. 

Sallo 

it 

1-1-82 

21. 

Gumani Singh 


1983 

22. 

Pritam Singh 

„ 


23. 

Jawahar Singh 

H 

1983 

24. 

Brindaban 

j l 

1982 

25. 

Chaind 

11 

1984 

26. 

Ram Lai 

M 

1-5-82 

27. 

Bharatial 

ii 

1-12-84 

28. 

Khushi Ram 

,, 

2-8-86 

29. 

Harraj 

,, 

1-1-84 


Ram Dayal 

n 

1980 

30. 

Hamam Singh 

,, 

1-6-81 

31. 

Babulal 

11 

1-3-83 

32. 

Kaiiash Nath Sharma 

11 

2-10-80 

33. 

Gopal Singh 

tt 

1984 

34. 

Halkey 

t } 

1981 

35. 

Shcoraj Singh 

11 

1979 

36. 

Mithhan Lai 

3 1 

1981 

37. 

Ratan Lai 

,» 

25-11-79 

38. 

Sobhagsingh 

1» 

10-79 

39. 

Shivratan 

1 1 

2/84 

40. 

Kartar Singh 

»1 

1980 

41. 

Chhotey Lai 

M 

5-4-83 

42. 

Prem Lai Kushwaha 

11 

10-4-85 

43. 

Paimanand Singh 

11 

1-3-82 

44. 

Kathulley 

11 

27-11-82 

45. 

Naraindas Kushwaha 

,1 

27-11-82 

46. 

Babulal 

It 

12-12-83 

47. 

Santosh Kumar 


12-7-83 

48. 

Ramswamp 

»1 

1-5-81 

49. 

Hariram 

11 

27-8-84 

50. 

Laxmnn 

>» 

15-6-86 

51. 

Mewalal 


1-4-86 

52. 

Maheah sPpraa 


1-10-8 
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53. 

ftamlakhan 

Chowhkkr 

U-443 

54. 

Mathura Prasad 

(l 

13-9-84 

55. 

Ham Sahai 

it 

11/87 

56. 

iftansingh 


8/83 

57. 

Ram Sahai 


32-9-80 

58. 

Tofan Singh 


1-8-86 

59. 

Jalimsingh 


ro/83 

60. 

Aneksingh Yadav 


1983 

61. 

Kartar Siagh 


1-4-85 

62. 

Knlyan Singh 

,, 

1-11-79 

63. 

Bhaiyalal 


1982 

64. 

Jagdish 



65. 

Oanesh 

H 

1981 

66. 

Mttthura Pd. 

,, 

1983 

67. 

Lalshah 

f . 

1978 

68. 

Dharmdas 


1983 

69. 

BachhuLol 

a* 

1979 

70. 

.Raghubir Sinsh 


1985 

71. 

Imratsingh 



72. 

Gridah Singh 

»» 


73- 

As hanun 


1-1-82 

74. 

Hararilal 

” 

3-82 

10. 

L—42011/38/89/IRDU dt. 1-1-90 (ID I1/901 


1 . 

Bhaiyalal Balmiki 

Sweeper 

79 

2, 

Puran Lai 

)i 

6-2-82 

3. 

Smt. Sukhwati 

J* 

10-7-85 

4. 

Item Bharosey 

Jt 

2-1-81 

5. 

Suit. Prem 

at 

3-4-81 

6. 

Rajendra 

>7 

12-2-47 

7. 

iiwanlal 


6-9-86 

8. 

Sint. Kalawati 

7 7 

1983 

9. 

Bhaiyalal 

»» 

Ur.10-79 

10. 

.Hari 


18-4-81 

11. 

Bholeyram 


1982 

12. 

Santosh 


1982 

11 . 

L—42011/53/89/1RDU dt. 1-1-90 (TD 26/90) 


1. 

Ashok Kumar Jain 

Copyiest 

1-10-81 

2. 

Arvind Kumar Kharc 

7 7 

7/81 

3. 

Balram Dixit 

„ 

1980 

4. 

Santosh Nayak 

>» 

1980 

5. 

Pramod Kumar Jain 

Clerk 

1982 

6. 

MuneshBabu Sharraa 

„ 

10-10-43 

7. 

P. R. Verma 


12-10-82 

8. 

Surajchand 

rl 

1-10-81 

12. 

L—420II/32/89/IRDU dt. J-1-90(ID 1/90) 


1 . 

Narcndra Pal 

Dresser 

10-10-85 

2. 

Pradip 


7/67 

3. 

Sitaram 


1983 

13. 

L —42012/124/89/1RDU 23.1-90 (ID 54/90) 


1 . 

RamBaba 

Electrician 

5-2-80 

14. 

L—142011/38/89/IRDU dt 

. 1-1-90(10 10/90) 


1. 

Kanhaiya Lai 

Pump Operator 

11/79 

2. 

Babulal 

Fitter 

4/81 

3. 

Omkar 

, 

1/79 

4. 

Sujan Singh 

77 

9/79 

5. 

Sbeosharrker Trfpathi 

77 

11/83 

6. 

Amritlal 

7 » 

10/80 

7. 

Sorcsh Kumar 

7 ) 

3/83 

8. 

Thakur Dass 

it 

1/80 

9. 

Blrsingh 

Driver 

4/81 

10. 

Ashok Dixit 

Fitter 

1/80 

11. 

Shaodeyal 

*1 

10/82 

15. 

L—42WJ/28/89/IRDU dt. 1-1-90 (ID 16/90) 


1 . 

Santosh Kumar 

Wireless op. 

1-7-83 

2 

Safes r Mis nra 

4 , 

1911 


3. Santosh Ktttiar 

WreEferDp. 

I9C 

4. Indresh Sauna 


1984 

5, Vinay Tripathi 


6-9-82 

6. Laxmi Narttln 

IS 

10-10-80 

7. Ram Prakash Tiwari 

t* 

1-4-81 

8. Pradip Upadhyaya 

17 

11-1983 

9. Surcndra Mudelc 

,7 

9/84 

16. L-42011/36/»^RDUdt. 1 

-1-90(0 12/90) 


1. Marishanker 

Carpenter 

1980 

2. Ombohari 

77 

3/83 

17. L-42012/88/89/1RDU dt. 1 

-1-90 (ID 21/90) 


1. Anin Mishra 

Electric Projector 

5-10-82 

18. L-42012/86/89/IRDU dt. 1 

Oper. 

-1-90(0 15/90) 


1. Feransingh 

Plumber 

mo 

19. L-4201 J/48/89/BtDUdt. 1 

-1-90(0 1-7/90) 


1. Ved Prakash Shartna 

Electrician 

11/81 

2. Shobhft Ram Tiwari 


26-1-86 

3. Spanker Dayal Bajpai 

77 


4. Satnarain Tiwari 

77 

1/81 

5. Ashok Kumar Srivastava 

2/85 

6. Rhagwan Dass 


6/82 

7, Pradip Saxena 

7 1 

8-4-81 

20. L-42012/90/89/IRDUdt. 1- 

1-90 (O 19/90) 


1. Dada Rao 

Asstt. Mech 

20-6-80 

21. L-42012/126/89/1RDU dt. 15-1-90(10 46/90) 


1. Arvind Kumar 

Photostat Oper. 

25-5-87 

22. L-42011/23/89/IBDU dt. 1-1-90 (I.D. 5/90) 


1. Jagdish Pd. 

Mali 

10/80 

2. Sukhlai 

1f 

11/79 

3. Subbe 


7/81 

4. Umrao 


ro/79 

5. Govinda 

,, 

1-4-80 

6. Ayodhya Prasad 

,, 

1-5-86 

7. Rajcndra Prasad 

77 

12-10-84 

23. L-42011/26/89/IRDU dt. 1 

-1-1990 (ID 18/90) 


1, Ragbubir Singh 

Helper 

1-8-83 

2. Yijai Kumar 

77 

IB/82 

3. HanifKhan 

77 

1981 

4. Munna Lai 

,7 

11/81 

5. Lakhan 

,p 

1985 

6. Rajaram 


1985 

7. Not visible 

8. Do. 

9. Do, 

10. Do, 

11. Do. 

12. Do. 
to 

20. Do. 

21. Do, Mohan 

7? 

1986 

22. Do Harprasud 


1979 

23, DoAmola 


1-7-79 

24. Ramesh 

1T 


25. Pfabhan Sngh 

,, 

1-1-86 

26. Daya Ram 


1980 

27. Total Ram 


1983 

28. Ram Swarup 

,7 

11986 

29. Girdatta 

7, 

1979 

30. Shyam Lnl 


1979 

31, Harbaran 


1979 

32. Kamta Prasad 

77 

1979 

33. Ram Dass 

,7 

1979 

34. Lai Singh 

71 

1981 

35. Jatiki 

,, 


36. Ram Baran 

J7 

28-2-79 
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147L-42012/87/89/IP. DTI A*. 

■ _--4J-.il' 

-90 (ID 2/90J ■ 


1. Babulnl Pal 

Auto Elen. 

1 LNKIJ 

25. L-42011 /33/89/IRD C dt. 1-1-90 (ID 4/90) 


1. Mukud Prasad 

Maison 

1980 

2. Kadorelal 

" 

1985 

26. L-4201 J/24/89-1RDU dt. 5-1-90 (LD 38/90) 


1. Raghuraj Singh 

Khalasi 

1985 

2. Mai khan Singh 


1-9-83 

3. Tnhrabahadur 


2-2-85 

4. Jagdish Yadav 

?» 

1989 

5. Ashok Kumar 


20-7-87 

6. Ashok Kumar 

n 

1983 

7. Amrit 


1983 

8. Lallu Vishwakarma 


1983 . 

27. L-12011/60/89/IRDU dt. 1- 

1-90 (ID No. 23/90) 


1. Ramcsh Prasad 

Gtttcman 

1/81 

2. Lakhan Singh 


3/82 

3. KhushiRam 

»» 

6/82 

4. Prakash Chand 

O 

4/83 

5. Jan Singh 

n 

3/82 

6. Kripashankcr Pandey 


4/85 

7. Khubchand 


4/81 

8. Jagdish Narain 


5/83 

9. Asha Ram 

11 

1/82 

10. Kaptan Singh 


6/82 

11. Prem Narain 


15-7-83 

12. Madhur Kumar Richhariya 

1-5-85 

28. L-42012/125/89/IRDU dt. 22-1-90 (ID 56/90) 


1. Ram Pal Singh 

Machcnic 


29. L-42012/120/89/IRDU dt, 22-1-90 (ID 55/90) 


1. Sukha Singh 

Cleaner 

1981 

30. L-42011 /39/89/ 1RDU dt. 1- 

1-90 (1D8/90) 


1. Jang Bahadur Singh 


2/80 

2. Shamim Khan 


7/80 

3. Nepal Singh 


7/82 

4, Anil Kumar Du bey 


1-2-83 

5. Gajendra Siogh 


2/87 

6. Gajendra Singh Chau ha n 


2/87 


30, L-42011/31/89/1RDU dt. 1-1-90 (ID 7/90) 

1. Sunder Pal Gunman 

2. Ratan Singh ,, 

3). L-42012/119/R9/1RDU dt. 24-1-90 (ID 57/90) 


1. B.N. Sharma Sehicntific Asslt. 16-6-85 

32. L-42011/47/89/IRDU dt. 1-1-90 (ID 9/90) 

1. PIloolehand Rajput Amin 17-2-85 

2. Devendra Kumar Bhatnagnr „ 17-2-85 

3. Gulab Singh ,, 15-12-80 

4. Ved Prakash Srivastava Supervisor 5/89 

33. L-42011/59/89/IRDU dt. 1-1-90 (ID 24/90) 

1. Bramha Prakash Ojha Messenger 4/81 

2. R.K. Sharma „ 8/81 

3. Purshottam Dass „ 13-4-84 

4. Bliagwan Dass „ 1-12-84 

5. Kishore Lai „ 25-10-86 

6. Madan Lnl ,, ]989 

7. Amol Singh „ 1 984 

8. Mahendra Singh Yadav „ 4/81 

9. Govind ,, 1/81 

34. L-42011/35/89/TRDL1 dt. 1-1-90 (ID 13/90' 

1. Smt. Parwati Waterman 2/83 

2. SviKomal 


L Kailash Chandra 

'Vatcrmar, 

1-5-8* 

1. Santosh Kum^i 


1 5-5-81 

Dachlio Lai 


d (M-.fi/ 

’6. Munna Singh 

„ 

1983. . 

7. Kripa Ram Thvari 

,, 

1982 

35. L-42012/127/89/lRDU dt. 

15-1-90 (ID 48/90) 


1. Smt. Bimla Srivaatava 

Aaya 

11/R3 

35. L-42012/89/89/IRDll dt. 1 

-1-90 (ID 20/90) 


1. Ranjit Singh Pal 

Workagent 

8/81 

36. 1 -42011/34/89/IRDU dt. 5 

-1-90 (ID 39/90) 


1. Bharat BhushanBadholiya Tele, Opcr. 

26-4-82 

2. Rajendra Purohit 

11 

15-4-83 

3. Br,Krishna Rmkv/ar 


1-3-81 

4. Suresh Babu Bajpui 

it 

5/81 

37. T.-42011/50/89/1RDU dt. 1 

-1-90 (ID No 31/90) 


1. Brijuiohan Sangya 

Typist 

3-83 

2. B, drill Hasan 


15-3-82 

3. Saulosh Kumar Shai ina 

,, 

1-5-86 

(. A.icu Kumar Sharma 

L.D.C. 

1-1-84 

5. Pv;i\ 111 Kumar Kliarc 

Steno 

16-3-82 

6. M.K. Srivastara 

Typist 

2-3-82 

7. Km. Kamlesh Sharma 

,, 

1-10-83 

8, Km. Sudlia Sharma 

,, 

21-10-87 

9. Smt. Yijyachnndi'a 


27-6-85 

10. Km. Neeru Pathsk 

„ 

24-12-86 

11. Smt. Hardip Saxena 

,, 

10-5-87 

12. Kripa Shanker Dwcvidi 


1-2-86 

13. TI.S. Arora 


1984 

14. Shakeel Ahmad 


3/84 • 

15. Km. Vijya 

,, 

4/86 

16. Satish Kumar Singh 


10-2-82 

17. Radha Krishnan 


9-5-85 

18. Raj Kishore 


17-2-84 

19. C.B.C. Indokulla 


3/87 

20. GhanshyamDass 


28-3-84 

21. Rtyjesh Nigam 

,, 

10-1 (-86 

22. Brijcsh Kumar 

,, 

4-11-86 

23. Smt. Sunita Chaturvedi 


16-3-82 

24. Ayodhya Prasad 


1-7-83 

25. Roup Kunnar Aglihotri 

” 

19-7-83 

38-40. L-4201 1/32/92/iRDU dt. 15-12-93 ( 

ID 113/93 j 


1. Avviad Kumar Res.aich A-stl., 2, Sunjtii 
Suxena. Sicno, .2. Sarijai Typist, 4. Premsingh Kush- 
waha,-Typist, 5. Km. Baslali TK, Typist, 6. J.P. 
Kliare, Operator, 7. Rafik Khan, Machi.iiM 8. Bhai- 
valal Vishka r ma, Carpenter, 9. P’-abhunath Singh, 
10. Ayodhya Pd. 11. Suhhash Chtindia Srivasta.vu, 
12. PraUtp Singh Chauhmi, 13. Manikant Jha,- 14. 
Pjem Ni>ain, Time Keeper, 15. Anup Singhal, Time 
Keeper, 16. Keshav Chaubev, Time Keeper,- 17. 
Siyaunu Niianjan, Oliver, 18. Shyamlai, Driver, 
19, Jodha Singh. D iver, 20. Bhagw.ln Singh, Oliver, 
21. Tautif El aider Oliver, 22 JP Rlu D iver, 23. Kalyan 
Piasad d'iver, 24. Abdul Rashid Driver, 25. Kamel 
Singh, D iver, 26. Habibkhrm, Oliver 27, Balcliand 
driver, 28. Gaj aj Singh. Stoic Attendant, 29. Kamlesh 
Messenger, 30 Rajan Mes- enger, 31. Pu; an Lai, Messen¬ 
ger 32. Ram Kishcne, Helper, 33. B.ijesh, H.lper, 34 
Munna, Helper,.35. Komul Chand Kushwaho, Helper 
36. Raghubi 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 ', HJper, 37. Kailash Narair. Sen, Helper, 
38. Aijun, Helper, 39. Dayaram, Helper, 40, Ashok 
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helper, 41. Pran Singh, helper, 42. Raju, helper, 43. 
Sri Ram helper, 44. Hazratsingh, helper, 45. Laxaman 
Singh, helper, 46. Wahid Khan, helper, 47. Lazam 
Singh, Mali, 48, Sobat Waterman, 49. Jagdish Duney 
waterman, 50. Debi Singh, Waterman. 51. Bir Singh 
waterman, 52. Smt. Sushila Bai, waterman, 53. Smt. 
Yashoda Bai, Waterman, 54. Om Prakash Bajpai, 
j 55. Smt. Rana Devi, peon, 56. Ashok Kumar, Sweepei 
57. Mushtaq Khan, Gateman, 58. Birsingh, Gateman ; 
59. RamSwarup, Chainman, 60 Samrath Singh, chain 
■ man 61. Smt. Kusumlata Thakur, Ward Aaya, 62. Smt 
Pushpa Nai Wardaya, 63. Hasanyar Khan, chowkida 1 ' 
64. Kaptan Singh, chowkidar, 65. Bhoopsingh, chow- 
kidar, 66. RamKishanChowkidar,67.Ramesh Chard 
Chowkidar. 68. Raghuraj, chowkidar, 69. Babulal’ 3 
chowkidar, 70. Malkhan, chowkidar, 71 Birbhan 
Singh, chowkidar, 72. Mulayam Singh, chowkidar 
73. Kaluram chowkidar, 74. Bdbulul, chowkidar 
75. Ayodhya Prasad, chowkidar, 76. Hanu chowkida’ 
77. Halkuram, chowkidar, 78. Dhaniram chowkidar 
79. Kamlesh Singh, chowkidar 80.’k Raghunath, chow¬ 
kidar, 81. Kalu chowkidar, 82, Ayodhya, chowkidar! 

Amrii Singh, chowkidar, 84, Raghubir, chowkidar. 
85. Roopii.igh chowkidar, 86. Martin Beg, chowkidar 
87. Haiiram Kushwaha, chowkidar, 88. Anek Singh, 
chowkidar, 89. Hukum Singh, chowkidar 90. Mewalal, 
chowkidar, 91. Sarnamsingh, chowkidar 92. Glivar- 
Singh chowkidar, 93 Lalsahib chowkidar, 94. Jarni 
Ahmad, chowkidar, 95. Bahadur Singh, chowkidar, 
96. Rantdass, chowkidar, 97. Hiralal, J chowkidar, 
98. Ayodhya Prasad, chowkidar, 99. Rajendcr, Chowki¬ 
dar, 100. Asharam, chowkidar, 10], Janak, Beldar, 
102. Sarman, Beldar, 103. Ramcharan, beldar 104. 
Santosh, beldar, 105. Mansingh, Beldar, 106. Rooplal, 
beldar, 107. Nathu, Ram Beldar, 108. Sripat, Beldar! 
109. Saroj Prasad, beldar, 110. Bramhanand, beldar 
111. Lampu beldar, 112, Sumir, beldar, 113. Saroj,’ 
beldar, 114. Manik, beldar, 115. Phoolsingh, Beldar, 
116. Bhawani Singh Beldar, 117. Pritam beldar, 118. 
Ram Dass, Beldar, 119. Dilip Singh, beldar, 120. 
Hazarat, beldar, 121. Chandra Bhart, beldar, 122. 
Kailash, beldar, 123. Jahinder Singh beldar, 124. 
Azizkhan, beldar, 125. Kamta, beldar, 126. Harnam, 
beldar, 127. Nandkishore, beldar, 128. Raja Bhaiya, 
Beldar 129. Mahesh Prasad Tiwari, beldar, 130. Dayaram, 
beldar, 13L Trilok Singh, beldar, 132. Dashrath, 
beldar, 133. Umrao, beldar 134. Munna Lai beldar, 
135. Budhu lal, beldar, 136. Komal Singh, beldar, 
137. Munna, beldar, 138. Ashok beldar, 139. Kaluram 
beldar, 140. Bhajan Lal, beldar, 141. Phoolsingh, 
beldar, 142. Govind Dass, beldar, 143. Ramlal beldar, 

144. Phoolsingh, beldar, 146, Dhannu Lal, betdar, 

147. Uttam Dass. 

[41. L-42QI1/61/89/1RDU dt. 1-1-90 (ID 32/90) 

1. Parma Raikawar Beldar 1980 
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2. Bhikam Singh Beldar 1 ’ 1 ‘ . , 083 

3. Harjoo, Beldar, 1981. 4. Harsiugh, lielcGr, 10/80. 
5. Hurram Singh, Beldar, ly&4, 6. Bhagwandass, 
Beldar, 11/81, 7. Nirpat Rajput, Beldar, 1980/ 87 
BabnJal, Beldar, 1982, 9. Ganpat, Beldar, 1985 10, 
Aramsingh, Beldar, 1/87, 11. KiShori Lal, Beldar, 
1981, 12. Ram Swarup; Beldar, 1983, 13. Jagblian 
Singh, Beldar, 1979, 14. Jhujhlal, Beldar, 1981, IS. 
Ramesh Chandra, Beldar, 1984, 16. Mannu, Beldai, 
1984, 17. Ram Dayal, Beldar, 8/79, 18: Diwan Singh. 
Beldar, 20-4-70, 19. Chandan Singh, Beldai', 1982, 
20. Dalpat, beldar, 1987, 21. Dashrath Sahu, Beldai, 
2/80, 22. Kiiparam, Beldar, 5/83, 23. Ballu Beldar. 
5/83, 24. Ramesh 7/87, 25. Thakur Dass, Beldar, 
4/80 26. Gulhi, Beldar, 3/83, 27. Gulab, Beldar, 6/82. 
28. Suresh Rai, Beldar, 7/86, 29. Bhagwan Singh 
labour, 9/83, 30. Jagdish, labour 10/82, 31. Subhash, 
labour, 3/88, 32. Ravishankar, labour, 3/88, 3> 
Hariram Jha, labour, 12/86, 34. Kupal, labour,-1981, 
35. Ghan shyam, labour, 9/78, 36. Dayaram/ mail 
6/82, 37. Babulal, labour 10/82, 38. Malkhan Singh 
Labour 1982. 39. Ashok Rai. labour 2/83,40. Ramdass 
beldar, 1/81, 41. Hazari, beldar, 2/84, 42. Dhannu. 
beldar, 3/82, 43. Sheocharan, beldar, 3/83, 44. Kjashj- 
ram, beldar, 5/84,45. Lakhan, beldar, 3/85,46. Munna, 
beldar, 4/78, 47. Puranchand. beldar, 11/82, 48. Brijlul, 
beldar, 1985, 49. P»akasb Vishvvakarma, beldar, 
12,81, 50. Hariya, beldar, 1980, 51. Kashiram beldar, 
i/81, 52. Mahendra Singh, beldar, 9/86, 53. Ratanlal 
beldar, 11/83, 54. Ghanshyam Ram Nath, beldai, 
10/82, 55. Ramdayal, Beldar, 681, 56. Dinesh, beldar, 
8/87, 57. Parmanand,beldar, 8/84, 58. Chhotu, beldar, 
7/85, 59, Jairarn, beldar, 7/84, 60, Ramesh beldar, 12/ 
85, 61, Ja'ram Singh, Beldar, 9/82, 62, . Indra pal 
Singh beldar 8/82, 63. Fajkumar Yogi, beldar, 5/81, 
64. Mahirban Singh be'jar, 6/79, 65. Juharu, beldat, 
61/80, 66. Sitaram Sharma, beldar, 1983, 67, Rant- 
kishan, beldar, 1/81 68. Sangramsingh, beldar, 1982, 
69. Ramsaran, beldar, 9/83, 70. Daul at„ beldar, 1Q/84, 
71. Hukum Singh, beldar, 10/79, 72. Kishanlal, beldar, 
6/79, 73. Datarsingh, beldar, 3/82, 74. Tiju beldar, 

10/32, 75. Gh,anshyam, beldar, 1/86, 76. Mohan, 
beldar, 10/82, 77. Munna, beldar, 10/82, 78, Nandu, 
beldar, I/82,79. Santu, beldar, 9/79,80. Mohan, beldar, 
10/81, 81. Kalyan, beldar, 10/82, 82. Kashiram 
beidar, 1982, 83, Bhupalsingh, beldar, 4/83, 84, 
Bhagwansingh, beldar 4/83, 85. Mahtab, beldar, 
12/82, 86. Jagbhan s beldar,. 1-1-82, 87. Parsuram, 
11/86, 88. Mangal, beldar, 1-1-84, 89. Ashaiam, beldar, 
10/85, 90. Mahendra beldar, 9/84, 91, lmrat, beldar, 
10/81, 92. Kanhaiya, 19/83, 93. Sriram, beldar, 1984, 

94. Ganesh, beldar, 1981, 95. Bhagiiath beldar, 5-3-83 
96. Kashiram, beldar, 1982, 97. Piabhu dayal, 3/81, 

98. Shbharam, beldar, 19-10-87,. 99. Kamalsingh, 
beldar, 25-11-84, 100. Malkhan Singh, beldar, 5-11-?85, 
101. Sabransingh 1982, 102. Jagannath Sahu, beldar, , 
1982, 103. Manka, beldar, 9/82, 104. Baebho, beldar, , 
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105. Jairam, beldar, 19g 3, 106. Bharatlal, baldar, 
1984.107. JUmpo, beldar, 1-7-8®. 108. Lampu, beldar, 
4-T-81, lt>9. Hariram.bdldc-r, 3-3-80, 110. Jagbhansingb, 
beldar, I-6-417., 111. Shofehariuai, beldar, 1-6-87. 

2. As la all the above mentioned reference cow¬ 
man question of law And foot are involved the tome 
Me being answered & «onnnaon award winch is to 
hcfcuBid la the leading reference no. 1 of 1993, in winch 
ocal «nd documentary evidence has been adduced by 
both the parties. 

3. All the canecoaod MHkmen of all the reference 
ana admittedly duly rated workers, their name, desig¬ 
nation and (dale/pear of appointeueart have been given 
in the details of the reference as mentioned above. 
AJihcmgh in the »fl reference «qperj*tt. claim statements 
have been bled but the averment is common. It is 
alleged that they ace working from the date of their 
respective appointments continuously and ;re doing 
work of poiwanemt nature. As they are doing this 
wank continuously for tong time, they are entitled for 
Kpdomatton front the date of employment. They 
are mho entitled for parity in wages and other benefits 
which are being extended to regular employees 

4. The itetwa Jfcfwer Board opposite party have 
bled a reply which is oocamoa in all the references, 
la the first place it is alleged that these disputes have 
mot been property espoused by the Onion as it is mo l 
a registered one and the concerned workman are not 
its matnber. It was also alleged that the Central 
Gouematent fan# enacted the Metwa River Board Act. 
1976, few construction of Dorn over Bedwa River. 
Tire concerned workman have hern given project 
employ merit jC tUjghat Dam which is Isicoty to be 
completed 1992. A project employee has no right to 
seek regrflarisatMwi. It was ahso alleged that the 
opposite party is not an industry. Further it was 
allied that rcgdla reflation can be churned against a 
post. There is no such post in the project, hence 
relief for regutorisatien cannot be granted. In any 
case regular!artiem cannot be granted from the date 
of appointment- It was also alleged that in cons¬ 
truction Dam Central Govt, is performing sovereign 
function, hence no reference can be made of such dis¬ 
pute, Claim is also alleged to be stale. Lastly it 
was alleged that there was aw agreement between 
the parties dt. 14-11-1992 by which the concerned 
workman had agreed not to seek regulanteation, hence 
now they aTees topped from seeking relief of regularisa- 
tioir. 

5. In each of case the concerned workman lias 
fifed rejoinder in which they have denied the new 
footaal a 1 legaltons made in the written statement and 
have reiterated the forts as given in claim statement. 


6. hn support of their case the concerned workman 
have adduced the evidence of Kiilash Naiiain W.W. 1 
and Riyajuddin Ansari, W.W.2 beside Ext. W.l to 
Ext. W 5 have been filed. In rebuttal there is evidence 
of S.K. Nigam M.W.I. 

7. The first point which calls tor consideration 
is as to whether the case of the concerned workmen 
has not been properly espoused. It may be mentioned 
that in the written statement the management had 
required the union to file registration certificate 
and other allied papers. The union has filed those 
papers. The union has also filed certificate and of the 
year 1982 and 83 which shows that the Union which 
has espoused the cause of the concerned workmen 
is registered one. Hence, this plea of the manage¬ 
ment goes out. Ruling of M/s P G Vergincar and 
Company versus S. V. Nevagi 1995 Lab IC 1075 will 
have no application. 

8. Next ii will be secu if the opposite party is 
not an industry. In support of this contention, the 
opposite party has referred to the case of Sirajuddin 
versus State of U.P. 1994 Lab IC 191 in which it was 
(held that Rural Engineering Servioos of PWD is not 
an Industry. I am aliuid that this ruling will have no 
application to the facts of the case specially when 
Central Government, Ministry of Water Resources 
by totter dt. 23-5-91 had conceded that Rotvva River 
Board wus an Industry. The copy of this letter is on 
second. In view of this concession, having been made 
by Central Government, it no longer lies in the mouth 
of opposite party to deny this Btatms. Hcncc, this 
point is also decided against the opp. party. 

9. Next it was contended that opposite part)' 
while constructing Dam is performing Sovereign 
functions. In support of this plea reliance has been 
placed upon the case of Vinod Rai Rainotas versus 
State of Guirat 1994 Lab lO 821. In this case it was 
held that running of Department of Industries was 
a sovereign function, ft was the case of appointment 
of an employee by the Dy. Secretary of this department 
which was challenged before industrial Court. In 
that context it was held that functioning of this depart¬ 
ment by way of sovereign act, hence it was beyond the 
perview of industrial law- Once again I am of the 
opinion that this principle will not apply to the 
facts of the present case as in a number of cases pro¬ 
jects have been held to be covered by the provisions 
of industrial Disputes Act. In other words execution 
ol work in a project could tentamount to sovereign 
function, hence this plea is also overruled. 

10. 1 also do not find any substance in the con¬ 
tention that this claim is stale as in the instant case 
the cause of action is continuing one. 
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II, Next obj eat ion u cgujcding settlement <At. 
14-11-92, may be taken up. Its copy is ext. W-3 
on record. It appears that daily rated employees of 
the Dam had served a notice of strike. Thereafter 
negotiations took place and this settlement was 
nrt ived at. It only says that for the time being regal a- 
risr.tion is rot feasible. At n.o point of time right to 
claim reguhrisr.tion was given up. Hence, in my 
opinion, this agreement will not stand in the way 
of the concerned workman in seeking regularisation. 
hi other words it will not operate as Estoppel, 
Accordingly this point is overrided. 

12. Reference was mrde to the case of Chandra 
P: a km h Tiivedi verum stale of U.P. 1,995 (SuPCBEC) 
1P96. Tt. this case workers wtie class IV employees 
of Labour Diplt. & weie woiking for more than 
8 years. They weie qualified in all respect hence 
High Churl directed for their regularise ion. 

13. Now it may be considered as to whether the 
concerned workmen are employees of Betwa Ritter 
Board or me the employees of Project. It has been 
submitted on behalf of workeis that actually the 
concerned woikmcn were recruited by Betwa River 
Board and later on they were deputed to look after the 
woj k of dam which was bi icg got constructed through 
various agcm-iet/contiactors. Both Kailaslr Nilanjan 
and Riajuddin has tried to prove ihis fact. However 
1 am not inclined to accept their statement. The 
concerned workmen have filed Ext. W-l and W-2 
which go to show that on 23*3-78 a meeting of exe¬ 
cutive committee of Betwa River Board was convened 
in which it was resolved to recruit from outside if 
class Hi and IV employees of M.P. and U,P. Govt, 
me not foi thcOming. Theic is no relevant papers on 
this record. Besides the authorised representative 
of the concerned workmen has referred to me the 
vaiious papers like dt. 12-8-88. 28-9-88 which go to 
show that certain text were held in which these daily 
rated workeis weie found successful. 1 have gone 
through these papers. Actually these tests were held 
under AEGIS of Rajghat Bandh Neman 
and not by Betwa River Board itself. Thus 
these daily uitcd woikers weie engaged for cons¬ 
truction of dam puipose only and not by Betwa 
Rivei Boa;d. In view of this 1 do not accept tire 
evidence of Kaikuh Niianjan and Riojuddin on this 
point. Jl is held that these woikers were employed 
for the purposes of construction of Dam. 

Now the last question regaiding claim of regulari- 
sation may be considered. Befoie doing Lhis it wifi 
be lehvant to refer to salient features of Betwa River 
Beard Act, 1976. A preamble of the Act indicates 
that the puipose ol the acL was to create reservoir 
at Rajghat by constructing of a Dam and to regulate 
10 such a reservoir. Sec. (2) of the Act says that 
it. will, be under, the control of Central Govt. The 
Betwa River Board shall be the corporate body. 

30W Gl/y6-6 


Sec. 8 lays down that ajTfai; as possible "the sTrVttes "of 
employees of Govt, of U.P. and M.P. should be 
utilised. The board has been further empowered 
to appoint employees as it may deem necessary for 
eilicient discharge of function. This act is silent 
about the mode of regulariralior. The regulation 
which was framed subsequently also do not lay down 
any provision for the manner of regularization of the 
employees who were taken from ouUide, 

14. Now notice may be taken to the various 
authorities cited on behalf of the management. In 
the first place reference has been made to the case of 
Sudhir Chand Tiwari vj. UPSEB 1995 L'tb NOG 250. 
Alld. Details of this case are not known. It simply 
says that ad-hoc employees are not entitled tor regu- 
kiiisatfon. 

15. Next reference was made to Delhi Develop¬ 
ment Horticulture Employees Union versus Delhi 
Adran. In this case it was field that persons employed 
in Jawafiar Lai Nehru Rojgnr Yojna cannot claim 
regularisation merely on the ground that they had 
completed 240 days. This point is also not involved 
in the instant case as the conc?rned workmen of the 
instant case are seeking regularisation because of 
working for more than 10 years continuously.-. 

16. Next reference was made to the case State of 
Haryana versus Pyara Singh AIR 1992 (SC) 2130. 
In this case, the guide lines for regularisation v/eie 
laid down. Us reference will be made subsequently 
when question of tegular Ration is conideied, 

17. In the case of Dr. Sheela Rai versus Union of 
India. It has been held that Research Scientist who 
were appointed on ad-hoc basis till the project last 
no right to claim regularisation. 

18. Reference was also made to the case of Surcsh 
Chandra versus State of M.P. 1993 Lab IC 823. In 
this case right of State Government to make regulari- 
satiou by executive orders was not upheld. It was 
further laid down that where there are no vacancy 
there could be no regularisation. 

19. In the case of Zakir Hussain versus Engineer 
in Chief Irrigation department 1993 Lab I (2 836. 
It was held that appointees on daily wages and ad- 
hoc basis have no right to claim regularisation. 

20. Next reference was made to the case of Satya 
Narairi Verma versus MMDC Limited (1990) 4 SUL 
J 63. In this case daily rated workers weie continued 
on humanitarian ground inspite of the fact that there 
was no work and no vacancy they have claimed 
iTgulariSaiiotr and that was denied. 
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21. On the other hand the concerned ■workman 
have filed extract of industrial disputes Act regarding 
the definition of industry. Its details need not given 
as this matter has aheady been answered in favour of 
the concerned workman. 

22. Reference was also made to tho case of Urnesh 
Chandra Pande versus State of U.P. 1991 Lab 1C 
1449, in which it was held that employees work&d 
regularly for more than 240 days for several yeais 
were entitled for regularisation- 

23. Next reference was made to the case of Manik 
Chandra Sarkar versus State of West Bengal 1990 
Lab T.C. 598. In this case the concerned workman 
continued for more than 3 years and they have 
claimed permanent status in service whereas the 
management had set up the plea that the scheme was 
being wounded up. This plea of the management 
was also not upheld. This ruling will have relevancy 
in the instant case as here the concerned workman 
has not asked for permanency. 

29. Now we may consider the case of Pyara 
Singh Supra. It was a case of class 111 and IV 
employees of Haryana State who were given ad-hoc 
appointments and after having worked for some times 
they had claimed megularisation. ft was highlighted 
that regularisation there must be a post. It was 
further where the temporary or ad-hoc appointment 
is continued for long tho court will persume that 
there is need and warrant for a regular post and 
accordingly regularisation should be ordered. While 
the court/Tribunal who deals with such matters had 
advised to act with due and caution. Further 
while making regularisation following observation 
was made :— 

There can be no rule of thumb in such matters 
condition and circumstances of one unit may not 
be the same as of the other. Just because in one 
case a direction was to regularise employees who 
have put in one year’s service as far as possible 
and subject to fulfilling the qualification. It can¬ 
not be held that in each and every direction must 
follow irrespective of and without taking into 
account the other relevant circumstances and 
considerations. The relief must be moulded in 
each case having regard to all the relevant facts 
and circumstances of the case. It cannot be 
mechanical act but a judicious act. 

Here reference may also be made to the case of 
PWD Labourers Daily Wages Employees Association 
Versus State of Karnataka 1990 (2) SCC 296 of 
which following observation would be material foi 
us :— 

We are alive to the position that the scheme 
which we had finalised is not the ideal one but 


as wc have already stated it is the obligation of 
the court to individualise justice to suit a given 
situation in a set of facts that are placed before 
it, 

Keeping in mind the above principles now we proceed 
to examine if the concerned workmen are entitled for 
regularisation. The objection of the management is 
that there is no vmancy as the employment of the 
concerned workmen is under project which may come 
to an end. By completion of project, these con¬ 
cerned workmen arc not entitled for regularisation. 

31. On behalf of the concerned workmen it has 
been submitted that thejr appointment has been 
made under Betwa River Board to supervise the 
workman of the contractor. In other words they 
themselves are not project employees. It is further that 
according to the preamble of Betwa River Board 
Reservoir is required to bo maintained which is of 
permanent feature. Hence their employment can¬ 
not be termed as project employment . The manage¬ 
ment has not filed the copies of appointment letter 
of the concerned workman to show that il their 
appointment was for project or not. The authorised 
representative for the management has drawn my 
attention to the statement of Kailash Niranjpm W, W. 1. 
Jn his cross examination he has admitted that the 
employment of the concerned workmen was under 
project. In view this statement I do not accept 
this contention of the authorised representative of the 
workmen and it is held that the employment was 
under project. But it is not enough. There is no 
dispute that at present these concerned workmen 
have continuously worked for 15 to 16 vca.s. I was 
also informed by the management that it would take 
five or more years for completion of project. It 
was also conceded that after that power station 
will also be constructed at this place. There is also 
copy of project of the opposite party which shows 
that this management has to undci take other projects 
as well after completion of the instant project. In 
this way there is unusual features in the presentc ase. 
The activities of the opposite parties are likely to be 
completed for a number of years in future and that 
period would be enough to cover the retirement age 
of these concerned workmen. Tn my opinion, in view 
oi this unusual features of the instant case cannot be 
said to be a ordinary case of project employees, the 
tenure of which usually lasts for four or five years 
and within that time project is completed- Certainly 
in that case there will be no question for regulari¬ 
sation. However where the time is going to be very 
long so as to enure till superannuation. The hurdle 
of employees being undet project should not come in 
the way of their regularisation. As regards objection 
of existing vacancy it was conceded that the project 
of Betwa River Board is to regulate Reservoir as 
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well which would be completed in future. For that 
there would be need for personnel to maintain it. 
It was conceded on behalf of the management that 
there would be need for personnels for maintenance 
of reservoir. I have inquired from the opposite 
party about the number of persons which will be 
required. Answer was not forthcoming. Instead it 
was vaguely pointed out that Central Government 
has been approached for sanction of staff for main¬ 
tenance of Reserars and its strength would be round 
about 400. Such incident of maintenance ordinary 
does not happen in project which were completed in 
usual course. This unusual features of the instant 
ease and in this situation it would be inferred that 
there is vacancies as has been held by Supremo Court 
in the leading case of Pyara Singh (Supra) that because 
of long continued of service there will be presumption 
of post of and in this case surely the post will be 
available. It may also be pointed out that Hon’blc 
Minister for Human Resources Sri Vidya Charan 
Shukla had also issued a letter of assurance to the 
concerned workers that their services will not be put 
to an end and they will be absorbed elsewhere. There 
are other compassionate grounds in favour of the 
concerned workmen. If the concerned workmen are 
not regularised and thrown out of service at present 
they would become overage and their families would 
be uprooted. 

33. In my opinion from the above analysis of 
facts it becomes cleat that after meeting out objections 
of the opposite party management. The concerned 
workman have made out a case lor regularisation. 
This regularisation will serve them as an umbrella to 
protect them from the policy of hire and fire and of 
course they will be entitled for wages and other faci¬ 
lities at par to those of other central Government 
servants similarly placed. 

34. Any how I am of the view that the concerned 
workmen arc not entitled for regularisation from the 
date of their respective appointments, In view of 
above my award is the opposite party management 
shall prepare a list of seniority of the concerned work¬ 
men and shall take steps for their regularisation 
within one year from the dute of publication of this 
award for otherwise these concerned workmen will 
be deemed to be regularised after one year from the 
date of publication of award. By regularisation they 
‘shall not be deemed to be permanent. Further these 
concerned workmen will be entitled to equal wages 
and other facilities at par to those of other Central 
Govt, employees placed in similar circumstances. All 
the references are answered accordingly. 

B. K. SRTVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 4th December, 1996 

S.0.4990.—Whereas the Central Govt. is 
satisfied that the public interest requires that the 
services in the Cement Industry which are covered by 
entry 3 in the First Schedule to the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), should be declared to be a 
public utility service for the purpose of the said Act, 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby declares with immediate 
effect the said -industry to be a public utility service 
for the purposes of the said Act for a period of six 
months. 

[No. S-I1017/13/85-D.; 1(A)] 
H. C. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 9th December, 1996 

S.0.4991.—In exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ 
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State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central 
Government hereby appoints the 16th December, 
1996 as the date on which the provisions of Chapter 
IV (except Sections 44 and 45 which have _ already 
been brought into force) and Chapter V ,and VI 
(except sub-section (1) of Section 76 and Sections 
77, 78, 79 and 81 which have already been brought 
into force) of the said Act shall come into force in the 
following areas in the State of Rajasthan namely 

“The areas comprising the revenue village, Naya 
Nohia, of Tehsil Ladpura in District Kota”. 

[No. S-38013/22/96-SS.I] 
J. P. SHUKLA, Under Secy. 


jr ‘Rifam wmw firm |, vt prrasRt 

strhfr ft1 

[iw t*-i mn/i/ 93 -n. *n. it.] 
<ft. tnr. 

New Delhi, the 11th December, 1996 

S.O. 4993.—In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of 
Rule 10 of the Official Language (use for official 
purposes of the Union) Rules, 1976, the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby notifies the Directorate General of 
Factory advice and Labour Institute, Bombay an 
attached office of Ministry of Labour, New Delhi,, 
whereof more than 80% of staff have acquired working 
knowledge of Hindi. 
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New Delhi, the 9th December, 1996 


[No. E-l 1011/1/93-OLP] 
P.M. SIRAJUDD1N, Director 
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S.O. 4992 In exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central 
Government hereby appoints the 16th December, 96 
as the date on which the provisions of Chapter ] V 
(except Sections 44 and 45 which have already been 
brought into force) and Chapter V and VI (except 
sub-section (1) of Section 76 and Sections 77, 78, 79 
and 81 which have already been brought into force) 
of the said Act shall come into force in the following 
areas in the State of Rajasthan namely 

“Areas comprising revenue village Sanwatsar in 
Tehsil Kishangarh of District Ajmer.” 

[No. S-38013/21 /96-SS.I] 
J. P. SHUKLA, Under Secy. 

if fipdt, 11 fftlMT. 1996 
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New Delhi, the 18th December, 1996 

S.O. 4994.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of Divisional Rly Manager Jhansi and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
2-12-96. 

[No. L-12012|9[91-IR(DU)1 
P. J. MICHAEL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI B. K. SRIVASTAVA PRESIDING 
OFFICER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABQUR COURT 
PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 167 of 1991 
In the matter of dispute between: 1 

President, Rashtriya Chaturth Rail Mazdoor 
Congress INTUC 2)236 Namneir Agra. 

AND 

Divisional Railway Jhansi. 



[*rr*rIi-AfT'3'(U)[ 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Ministry of Labour, vide its 
notification number L-41012|9|91-I.R. (DU) dated 
25-9-91 has referred the. following dispute for adjudi¬ 
cation to this Tribunal— 

Whether the-.Divisional . Railway Manager, Cen¬ 
tral t Railway Jhanai was justified in termina¬ 
ting the services .of-Sri Mahendra Singh 
S[o Sri Heera Singh w.e.f. 21-12-85? If 
not, what relief the workman is entitled to? 

2.. The concerned workman Mahendra Singh in his 
claim statement has alleged.that he was.engaged as 
M.R.C.L. by the opposite party Divisional Railway 
Manager Jhansi of Central Railway on 16-11-83 and 
was working under Chief Afard'Master Central Railway 
Agra Cantt- He continuously worked upto 21st 
December, 19-85, when his services were brought to 
an end. By that time juniors to him vvere working. At 
tiie- time of retrenchment he wasnot given notice pay 
and retrenchment compensation. • Hence his ’retrench¬ 
ment is bad- 

3. The opposite party has filed cyclostyle reply in 
which it is alleged’that Railway-is not an' Industry and 
that this 'Tribunal'has no Jurisdiction-'On’merits-it-was 
admitted that the concerned workman was employed 
temporarily as alleged by 1 him. 

4. In the rejoinder nothing new has been > said. 

5. There is no force in the plea that Railway is not 
an Industry and that Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
<i:;termme the right of the concerned workman as this 
point has been repeatedly decided against the Railway 
in a number of authopties 

6. On merits the management has not disputed 
that'the concerned workman has continuously worked 
upto 21-12-85. There is also tmrCbutted evidence of 
the Concerned workman. The management has not 
adduced any evidence to prove contrary. Hence it is 
held that the concerned workman has completed more 
than 240 days in a year when his services were brought 
to an end. As suph his retrenchment is bad in law 
for want of payment of retrenchment compensation 
and notice pay. 

7. There is no reliable evidence that there has been 
breach of section 25G of ID. Act. 

8. In the end my award is that termination dt. 
21-12-85 of. the concerned workman is bad in law and 
he will be entitled for reinstatement with’back wages 
from, the date of reference, at the rate at which he was 
drawing Ills pay at the time of his termination I retrench¬ 
ment. 

15-11-90. 

B. K, SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
18 1996 
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New Delhi, the 18th December, 1996 

S.O. 4995.—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Cen¬ 
tral Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown 
in the Annexure, in the industrial .dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of Dy, Chief 
Cngineer (C) Jhansi, and their wprkman, winch was 
received by the Central Government on the 8-12-96, 

[No. L-41012|41|88-D-2(B)] 
P, J, MICHAEL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI B. K. SRIVASTAVA PRESIDING 

OFFICER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 240 of 1989 
In the matter of dispute between: 

Sachiv Rashtriya Chaturth Shrcni Railway Malt- 
door Congress INTUC, 2|236 Namneir Agra. 

AND 

Dy Chief Engineer (C) 

Central Railway 

Jhansi. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Ministry’ ol Labour, New 
Delhi, vide its notification no■ ■ L-41012 1 41 |88jD-2 (B) 
dated 5-10-89, has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal:— 

Whether the Dy, Chief Engineer, Central Railway, 
Agra was justified in terminating the sendees 
of Sri Satendra Singh s|o Sri Nathu Singh 
vv.c.f. 11*1-887 If not what relief the work¬ 
man was entitled to ? 

2. The concerned workman Satendra Singh in his 
claim statement has alleged that he was engaged on 
3-10-83 by the opposite party D.C.E. Agra under 
D.R.M. Central Railway Jhansi. His services were 
abruptly brought to an end on 11-1-88 without obser¬ 
ving rule of law, hence his termination is bad. 

3. The opposite party has filed reply in which it 
was alleged that concerned workman had procured em¬ 
ployment by furnishing, a fake service card of the past 
service. Hence his services, came to an end autome- 
tically. 


*rrrjT<Fi as, lahe/^fK i, tsn8 - 
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4. In the rejoinder it was alleged that termination of 
services even in such case without giving opportunity 
to show cause was bad. 

5. Thus it is the case of both parties that termina¬ 
tion of the services of the concerned workman is on 
the basis of alleged submission of fake service card. 
Admittedly no enquiry was held. In the case of Union 
of India versus M. Bhaskaran 1996 Lab TC 581 it 
was held that in such a case removal from service with¬ 
out affording opportunity to the delinquent employee 
was against the principles of natural justice. As such it 
is illegal. This relying upon this case it is held that 
removal from service of the concerned workman is bad 
in law. 

6. Hence he is entitle for reinstatement in service. 
No orders as to back wages arc being passed as it 
will be still open to tjie management to hold enquiry in 
this regard and if charge is proved management is free 
to award suitable punishment. 

15-11-1996. 

B, K. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
18foPRR:, 1996 
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New Delhi, the 12th December, 1996 

S O. 4996.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the Award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as 
shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation to the management of 
Dy. CSTE, Central Rly Mathura and their workman, 
which was teceived by the Central Government on the 
2-12-96. 

[No. L-41012]60|91-D-2(B)1 
P. J. MICHAEL, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI B. K, SRIVASTAVA PRESIDING 
OFFICER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 46 of 1992 

In the matter of dispute between: 

President Rashttiya Chaturth Shrenl Rail Maz- 
door Congress 2]236 Namneir Agra. 


[Part 11 —Src. 3 (H)] 
AND 

Dy. CSTE (Construction) Central Railway 
Mathura. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi, vide its notification no. L-41012j60j91-D-2(B) 
dated 4-3-92, has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribupal — 

Whether Dy. CSTE(C) S&T Depth Central Rail¬ 
way Mathura is justified in not regularising 
the services of Sfi. Rajendra Kumar Yadav 
as Motor Driver w.e.f. 1-1-82? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to ? 

2. The concerned workman Rajendra Kumar Yadav 
in ms claim statement has alleged that fie was engaged 
as MRCL Motor Driver since 1-1-82, still fie has not 
been regularised. Juniors to him like Sudhir, Islam, 
Pillai, kam Kishan etc. have been regularised. The 
concerned workman apart from being regularised has 
been demoted w.e.f. 5-5-86. 

3. The opposite party has filed reply in which it is 
not disputed chat the concerned workman was working 
as M.k.C.L. Driver w.e.f. 19-1-82. A Screening Com¬ 
mittee was constituted for selection of regular Motor 
Drivers. In it the concerned workman did not quality. 
Giving further details it is allged that the concerned 
workman was permanently absorbed as Khalasi in the 
year 1987 thereafter he was sent to Construction Orga¬ 
nisation under Dy. CSTE(C) Jhansi. There he was 
made to officiate as Motor Driver on adhoc basis. On 
that basis he cannot claim regularisation. 

4. In the rejoinder nothing new has been said. 

5. There is copy of order dt 20-7-87 passed by 
Dy. CSTE(C) Jhansi which go to show that the con¬ 
cerned workman was temporarily promoted as Jeep 
Truck Driver (C) grade purely on adhoc and trial 
basis. The cse of the concerned workman is that since 
he has been continuously working on this promoted 
post he is entitled for regularisation. In my opinion, 
the claim of concerned workman is not in consonence 
inpronouncement of Hon’ble Supreme Court and other 
High Court. In the case of Jammu & Kashmir Public 
Service Commission versus Narendra Mohan AIR 1994 
SC 1805, it has been held that adhoc employees should 
be replaced as expeditiously as possible by regular em¬ 
ployees. Further adhoc appointees cannot be clothed 
with the right to get regularisation in the post. Further 
in the case ot Sanjai Chakravorty versus Union of 
India 1996 Lab. I.C. 1326 it has been held that a per¬ 
son who has been temporarily appointed cannot claim 
regularisation specially on a promoted post. Further in 
the railway department promotion from MRCL to 
higher post is made on the basis of trade test. I think 
that this procedure should not be allowed to circum¬ 
vented simply by making claim on the basis of long 
continuous working on such promoted post. 

6. In view of above discussion I am of the view 
that the concerned workman is not entitled for regula- 
risation on the posts of Jeep Truck Driver on which 
he is working on the basis 6f order dated 20-7-87 
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issed by Dy CSTE(C) Central "Railway Jliansi. There 
as been no breach of any fundamental right or princi- 
le of natural jusitce if jupiors to the concerned work- 
ian have been regularised on the basis of trade test- 

7. Hence my award is that concerned workman is 
ot entitled for regularisation. However, I would 
irder that the opposite party should afford an oppor¬ 
tunity to the workman by taking trade test or any other 
est as required by Rule within a period of one year 
’rom the date of publication of award and if the con¬ 
cerned workmen is found it he should be regularised 
T have passed this order in view of his claim that 
junior; to him have been regularised. 

B. K. SRI VAST A VA, Presiding Officer 
TSfceBf, 18 fwrRT 1996 

4997.—Rteftfw srfhfwi, 1947 

( 1947 JH 14) 4C1 StTTT 17 % SPVTdn if, 
ff T T H RER REITT % STOlefa % 

fnRlRR-T rV. ~3R% R.RTP4 % sftR, R 

bffipe nWfrrr fwr R fcarir rtrk 

Rfh'R'ii, % qRia 4>i sRTfsra Wt Rt 

RWt qfr 2-12-96 ft SET |RT UTI 

[R’ERfITR— 41012/64/92—RT^t.RTC. (tf^)] 
Tt . R . RltTR, TRP Rfh*PT(t 

New Delhi, the 18th December, 1996 

S.O. 4997.-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Cen¬ 
tral Government Industrial Tribunal, Mumbai as shown 
in the Annexurc. in the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of Cen¬ 
tral Rly. Nagpur and their workman, which was rece¬ 
ived by the Central Government on the 2-12-1996, 

[No. L-41012|64|92-IR(DU)] 
P. J. MICHAEL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXIJRE 

Ml:KOBE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri Justice R S. Verma, Pics "ding Officer, 
Reference No. CGIT-1/67 of 1993 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Central Railway, R. E. Nagpur. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management : No appearance. 

l or the Workman : Workman present in person. 
S TATE : Maharashtra 


r--]— mwaarnww Laug. g ^-.j.x-g^- 

CAMP ; Nagpur 

Nagpur, dated the 2 2nd clay of Octeter, 1996. 

AWARD 

Shri Rashtrapal Bodcle vvotkmau in person. None 
on behalf of management inspite of notice. 

Heard the workman and perused the record. 

The appropriate Government h3s referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

‘'Whether the action of the management of Dy. 
CSTE. Rlv. Electrification, Ajni, Nagpur 
in terminating the services of Shri Rashtra¬ 
pal P. Bodel; is legal and justified ? If 
not, to what relief he is entitled to ?” 

Briefly stated, the case of the workman is that he 
entered the service of the opposite parly in 1981 and 
was brought on regular employment in 1984. In 
1987, his services were terminated abruptly without 
offerring him any retrenchment, compensation. There 
was non compliance with the provisions of Section 
25-F and 25-G of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
Hence, he was entitled to be reinstated with back 
wages. 

The management resisted the claim and pleaded 
that the workman had not completed 240 (lays of 
service preceding his termination. It was also 
alleged that the workman had produced a forged 
casual Labour card on the basis of which he was 
appointed. On enquiry, the enrd was found to be 
bogus. It was also pleaded that tlw claim was 
belated. 

The workman denied that he had secured service 
on a bogus labour card or any enquiry had been 
made on this charge. 

The management has not placed any material to 
show that workman obtained employment on the 
basis of any bogus labour card or that any enquiry 
had been made on such a charge. 

The management has placed on record Annexure 
P, 1 which shows that the workman served from 
19-10-1985 to 18-3-1987, Computed from 18-3-87 
Backwards to 19-3-1986, it is found that the work¬ 
man had worked for 322 days, in the preceding cale¬ 
nder year i.e. he had worked for more than 240 days. 
It is neither pleaded nor proved that he was paid 
any retrenchment compensation. Hence, his retren¬ 
chment is void altogether. He is, therefore, directed 
to be reinstated in service, with backwagesl and 
continuity of service. Award is made accordingly 
exparte. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer, 
ffisfcwfr, 1 8 fcRWH, 1996 

RT.RT. 4998. faRTC trfsfffRR, 

1947 ( 1947 14) ft SITO 17 % RRRTR if, 

rpptt Mrwrr rvr® % a*vgr- 

fl’a 47 tbra fRqNr R/f (p^frrTf % iffa, 

R3RHI R fafcT ^ta'lf'PF fipOR if R^FTT 
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At. 3. Ipp stftmff 

New Delhi, the 18th December, 1996 

S.O; 4998.—In prsuance of Section II of the 
industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the Award of' 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur 
a* shewn m the Anncxurc, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Provisional * Rly., Manager Lucknow and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 2-12-1996. 

[No: L-41012/69/91-IR (DU)] 
P, J. MICHAEL, Desk Officer. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI B. K. SRI VAST AV A, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TR1BUNAL-CUM LABOUR COURT, 
PANOU NAGAR, KANPUR 

]ft the matter of dispute : 

BET WEEN 

General Secretary, Purvottar Railway Shramik 
Sarigh. 

6/ Navin Market, Kasarbagh. Lucknow. 1 
AND 

Divisional Railway Manager, N.E.R. Ashok 
Murg, Lucknow. 

Indus!rial Dispute No. 88 of 1992. 

AWARD 

]. Central Government; Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi, vide jts notification No. L-41012/69/91/ 


Whether the Divisional Railway Manager 
North Eastern Railway, Lucknow is justi¬ 
fied in not affording tin appointment on 
compasionalc grounds to Smt. Homkumari 
Tiwari, wife of late Santosh Kumar Tiwari 
in terms of Railway Boards Circular No. 
E(NCi)/ II 84/HC-1/26, dated 18-4-1985 
If not, what .'■efief she is entitled to ? 

1. Thu concerned work-lady FkmFutuari Tiwari 
in the reference is the widow rf Santosh Kumar 
Tiwari who was engaged a si Tinman in Locoshed 
Charbagh, Lucknow at the time of is death, and at 
the time of his death on 21-7-1975 he was working 
in Situpur City. The applicant made representation 
in August, 1975. April, 1976, November, 11978, 
August, 1979, January, 1981, March, 1983, May, 
1984, May, 1986, January, 1987, February, 1988, 
April, 1989, May, 1989. and from June, 1989 to 
June. 1991 for being given employment on compas¬ 
sionate ground. The same has not been accepted 
which is wrong 

2. The opposite party has filed reply in which it 
has been alleged that employment on compassionate 
ground is to be given within 5 years and thereafter 
this right lapses. Further there has been delay in 
making this reference. 

5. The applicant has filed, rejoinder in which 
nothing new has been said. 

4. In the case of Pahvant Singh- versus Labour 
Court Bhatinda. 1996 Labour l.C. page 45 it is 
held that right of employment should be claimed 
within 6 years and after that reinstatement should 
not be allowed. Following the same principle in 
this cas? also ■ 1 am of the cninion that the reference 
is hihgly belated and for which there n no satisfac¬ 
tory explanation and as such my finding is that the 
opposite party Central Railway is justified in not 
giving employment to the. applicant and a.s such she 
is not entitled for any relief, 

B. K. SRIVASTAVA, Piesiding Officer 
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